ig þ. L Diſproved.: T k -»4 
200 AND SD - 
be: Eialiovent Baptiſm proved. [+ 
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33 To ſeveral Arguments propounded 8 | 


Cn SER 


REDS enentaaaacerener | , 
FANTS-BAPTISM E' 


ke in a paper by Mr. Alexaider Kellie, Mi" ©& 
a2 niſterar Giles wg wah. e Lendn, and ſent to 5 
> Mr. Jeremiah Ives bepi 


AR1 56. - -# 
2 Andi is NOW | GH the general 4 


< information Ly all, but particularly for = 
Kees the ſatifagion of many of the Inhabitants of + 
iN the faid P ARISH, who haye deſired its _ 
þ-+- Wherein LI 


nn, 

Kee The ARGUMENTS for Infant - Ba pt FI 4 BY 
2, are © exarnined and diſproved. -.," = —o_ 

© | By the faid Jeremiah miah tes, Je Dre © 14; -74 4 
Prov, 1 3.17. He that & firft i m ON ewn cauſe ſecmeth iuſt, "a bis nojebdins = EY "OY bf | 


45 comes and ſearcheth him. 


Job 6.25. How forcible are right words ? but what do Jour argwings reprove ? 24 Sp 
75. Prov, 23.23. Bidy thet/uth, but ſell it not. 


<£S Luke 7. 30. But the Phariſees and Lawyrs rejefted the counſel of God a- | 
i gainſt themſelves, #0t being Tapeinee: of bim. fe / a 54 


b Printed at London for Richard Mecue ,and are to be ſold at the ſeven 


Stars in Paul's Church-yard neer the grear North door, 1655. 


POPE SOREYY VOL WLLI EIS * $00 


<SVS F hoſemoof Berea, 47.19.17. 
PRES were counted more neblethen they of 
SE Thecſlalonica, becauſe they mould 
rake nothing upen truſt that the Apes 
AEPE2 ſes ſaid, but ſearched wet mans 
>, dayly 10 ſee if what They [aid were 
>» fog How ignobleſhonidwe be tn this 

4g eI-men- are-mmeh weve 

dividedin matters of \Religion,then they wore in the CA- 
-poZles times, and wherein. our Teachers themſelvesare 
contrad ious one $6:nother , tu many df the great. con- 
cernmeots of Reliaion) if we ſheuldrecelue any thing 
from them without-diligent ſearch imothe Wordof Gad, to 
fee if itbe truer 0 ff. fith Solomon makes 5his.a diftin- 
£uiſhing Oharatter between awiſe Man and a:Fo0l, Prov. 
14-15-The fimple believeth every wordsburthewiſe 
man looks-well tohis goings. Neither les amanahink 
that his looking (back 10: the: ancient Fathers ," . andbis 
. ſearching. 


o 


ſearching of them, andreading them , will much hzlp in 
the midſt of theſe Religions diſorders , brauſe they wire 
in many things as much comradittory to tie Truth and one 
another, as any intheſe times, as for inflene + Hierome 
axd Chriloſtome deny Original» ſin in tle ſence it is now 


maintained. Auguſtine 14ught, Thar tht Lord's Sups 


per ſhould be given to Infants , i» hi fifth Book of 
Hpognoſticks. Juſtin Martyr 474:nft Triphon, ſaith, 
God at firſt gave the Sun ro be adorel. Origen 
held the Salvation of all bith wicked mn ayd devils. 
The Biſhops of the Eaſt an1Weſt Churches ap»ſed one an- 
ether in the Doctrine of the Deity of Chriſt, in the time 
of Conſtantius Sox to Conſtatigus Magius, Ard 
long after, Socrates, Lib. 1. Chap. 2g aud Chri- 
{oſtome, ſaid, That Saint Paul ſpate agiinſt Truth 
and Reaſon in allowing ſecond Marrizges. See 
Moulin's Defence, p.137,1389. By 4 thiyiw may ſce 
#hat we have great cauſe 18 ſearch the Scriptun, and not 
#0 follow the Fathers, or any, but wherein tiey followed 
Chriſt, And we may likewiſe underſtand, thatthat which 
tbe World now calls, The Chriſtian Religion , i like tbe 
Weatherbeaten Bark at Arhens , that bad ben ſo often 
mended and riged, that it was hard to ſay , whether it re- 
tained any of its old materials, ontly it retalrad its old 
Name. The like may be ſaid of Religion,as it is;ommon- 
ly profeſs'd in the wor Id by the generalizy of men, that it 
hath been ſo often mended with the new ſtafe of mens own 
inventions that if we look into the Word of God, ind com» 
pare the ſlate of the Chriſtian Religion in tbe Apoſtles 
gimes, to the common Religion that is profeſ1.d now in the 
Nation, and we ſhall finde nothing but the name of it; the 
name of. Believing , the nameof Churches, the name of 
IRIS) Bap- 


Baptiſm, the namtof Miniſters of the Geſpel, the name of 
the Lord 's Supper, the nameof Chriſtians, S&c. Hiw 


mightily then dot| it concern us all , to ſearch the Word of | 


God which « a Leht tous in this dark Day, ard is able to 
lead ws 1 hrowzhiall the Miſts of the Myſtery of in quity, 


and to [et our fee| in a fair path, where we may walk with- 


out ſtumbling ? 
But if you ſþb4 ſay, Have not ourlearned Mem un- 


dertaken to reform Religion by the Word -of God, 
and cannor they as ſoon hit the right way through 
rheſe many wayes, as we 2 
1 anſwer, 1is one thing, what they can ds; and another 
thing,what thy will do : conſidering, how much the moſt 
part of them we taken with the love of this preſent World, 
and the pride f life, which flops them from laying aſide any 
error that thy have preached & prattiſed,leſt 1 ſhould re+ 
fie either mon their profit 0w the one hand,or thelr credit 
awd learning 01 the other, as ſome of the Biſhops ſaid in the 
Council Ke: Trent, Thar the Scheol men were like 
Aſtronomers, which did feign Eccentricts, and Epis* 
cycles ro ſive the Phenormina, though they knew there 
were no ſich thing. 1» like manners Sir Francis Ba: 
con well @ſerves in his Eſſaies of Superſtition,p.97,99. 
The School-men ( {4th he) have framed a number of 
ſubriLand intricate Atoms and Theorems to ſave the 
practiſe of the Church. 17 hell therefore Intreat the 
Reader, wo ſee if the Profit of thu World , and ihe Credit 
6f the Ltarned, doth not engage them 190 do ſotn the pre- 
ſent comrover fie of Fnfans- Baptiſm, and whaher it doth 
ny [aver more of the ſpirit of the forenemed Bsſhops inthe 
Gouncit of Trent;hen of rhe [eif«tenying ſptiir rhat was 
Chriſt and bis Apoſtles, For 1h end, tha thou maift 
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#19 all things, and hold faft the be, Ilevepmiforth thi 
enſuing Comtroverſic,' which at firſt waitin private at Mr. 
Kellie 's own Houſe, and afterward,accoding ts a promiſe 
then made, be did ſend me ina Paper , wat enely the Ar- 
guments that he laid down they , but al) ſome others that 
be bad not then time to propoſe ) all which are particularly 
_ examined, and the Scriptares relating to hem, ſeriouſly 
weighed and conſidered © and therefore if what is herein 
writien, there be avy diſcovery of the Truh on either ſide, 
receive it and embrace it with readineſs 0| minde ;, and 
with thelike readineſs let thy beart be lifed to give God 


"ready to ſerverbee in the Goſpel of Chrihh, 


: From my Houſe in Red=Crofs. | 

rreet, at the corner of the New. 

Street, this 16 of Avuguſt,1655. Fer. Fl VES. 
ef 


SRSKILSLCGTARESSRNLLEEE 


the Glory :- which is all that is defired fnws hins that is. 


PE os 
I. Att HARE __ > #.2 


Aline Jopeile, 
Diſprerved, 
In ANSWER to 


M' ALEXANDER KELLIE 


His ſeverall Arguments levied in 
Defence: 'of it. / 


_—_— with the proe o the nfo | 


Bel ievers Bapriſen, 
- pp 


En | uu as Þa er from you, 


@ wherein you uſe your beſt indeayour 
ZY to prove that Infants oughe; co. be | 1 
, KD; Baptized ;, Which Propolition( you '\F 
px4 Doo began Jo-prpve. pts Wrong at af houſe, ET , 
"July 1@. 1655, #2 | 

Whether 


tbo I. 2a. 


o 
waa" ay 


2 Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. 
Whether you did not at that time,doe like the 
Builder that Chriſtſpeaks of; Lake 14. 28,29,30. 
viz. begin to doe that that:you were never able 
to finiſh, I fhall not now determine, burleaye it 
to the Reader to jidge,*when he ſhall farvey 
your Arguments, with the fnſwers to them. 
Your fifit ſtone that you lay in this building, 
or Argufnentithat, yob-brivg to proyelatants 
ought to be Baptized, je, = I 


_ Mr. Kelic's fall Argument. 


F all Nations are'commended jo'be baptized, then 
[| Infants are commanded to be baptizgd, 
But all Nations are commanded to beibaptized. 
Ergo, Irfants are commanded to be baptized. 


Mr. Tvesr:Anfwer. 


Doe firſt deny the major Propofition; becauſe 
I that in many places of. Seriptnre, the word a 
Nations 1s uſed, where Infants are not included 5; 
as Pſal. 72. 17. AU Nations ſhall call him bleſſed. 


Deut.. 29; 24% ANations ſhdl ſaf, L \ #e£4 apo 
the Lord done thus unto this =T Ll WAY 17. 
Is it not written (ſaith Chriſt) that mydbouſe ſhall 
be called of all Natjons the houſe fl proper Pſa .118. 


4 


enough, if rhete wete no more, Him $8 ny. 
where. Chriſt bids his 'Dileipﬀevto: Gre aÞ4 __ 
T - 


13-90 


all Nations, &c. | would aſk:;gny man that knowes 


what an Argument is, whether by, your Rule of 
reaſoning .(; vis-' All Natiozy fare commanded to be. 


baptized,therefore Infaxts ) I may.not as wellſ: ay, 
The Diſciples were commanded to teach all Na. 


tions; therefore they were commanded to teach | 


Infanzs of cightdayes old? _., , 


4 


432 x Lf if JEW REA =5 - 
And agaty, the Diſciples werecommanded to; 


—— 


teach them. (to wit, the-Nations, according to 
our Tranſlation }) a/{things that eorif commands 
ed his Diſciples to. doe. Now the-Di SipISs were. 
commanded:to break-bread, ang drink wine, in. 
remembranceotthe body and blogdotthe Lord, 
one anothers feet, Jobx 13, 14., and many other 
things..Now-may-Lnot as well ſay, [That lafants: 
were commanded chelſe thipgs, .a5.well Sep: | 
riſm, ſince, as the 19 Verſe ſaith, Baptize them,the 


Mag. 26.27. And theywere commanded 1o,ralh.. 


20 Verleſaith, Teaching them 30 obſerge all, things | 


that T, (viz. Chriſt ) have commanded you.. | 
{And again, May 1-not as well ſay, fromthe. 


Nations ſhall call Chriſt bl« fled, that, Infants in. 


the Cradle, at eight dayes old, ſhall call him blef- 


28 xy, Wherefore 
hath God done,thisjto:1/7ael?. theret 
of eight,dayes,old-ſhallilay ſo? And becauſe that 

Chriſt faith; that his fathers houſe ſhall be called , 
of a]1;Nayjens ahquſe of prayer, that therefore. 
Inians otgight dayss old axe commanded t0 call; 
#-10.2,A9d! becanle, Dawg faith, all Natjons; 

compalled him abouz, therefqre lofants of eight 


dayes old compaſle 


ſed? God lone aero Ya th 


B 2 "15 


f 2A2ZK 3 


Infapts -B ap tifm "dz/pr, ove d, % v1 3 


re cited Scriptures, becauſe the,p/alws ſaith,all- 


a FEE e2 
crefore. Infants., 


d him about? And becauſe. 


LI” WR EW, 


"/ lan#who will not 


1 


4 TInfants-Bapteſmi'diſproved: - 
it's propheſied that all Nations ſhall cafl z/7ae/ 
blefſed, therefore Infants of eight dayes old ſhall 
call themiblefſed ? I ſay, 'May I not as well rea- 
fon thus, as you may reaſon, If all Nations maybe: 
baptized, Infants may © © fa? 4i4 2 301 

2 Tyet Anſwer further, as beforeat our meet- 


Ing; That this Argument pleads as much forthe 


baptizing'of'all Yrks and -Tfidells, becauſe;.as 
Turks and I»fidells, they ate a:pattot all Nations, 
though they neyer believe in'Chriſt; ahd by this 
roje/the Funvuch, AFrB, might bave' defiret- 
baptiſinalthough he haThiever believ'din Chriſt; 
becauſe he was'of ſothe one Nation; 6fbthers' 
which 1s contrary, 'T'preſume;:to your;6wn op}-- 
nion, and ai pen of the. Church of Exg- 

W ptizes Twrkofah THinzan. 
lefle he convert and profeſie Chriſt;' But may 
not the: T1&'or H:4;an, if he ſhould bedenfjess 
baptiſm, take up your Argument; and' ſay; If 
all Nations may be baptized, then -we may be- 
baptized © {But all Nations \inay be biptized ; 
Therefore We may. . See therefore/how this Ar- 


gin fit doth iprerfere with yout owne pra- 
by 70 ITROTTRfT] DO adv er Hot: oibeſÞocds 

3” Again,” You ſeem to/plexd for the baptiſm 
of believers Children onely.but your Argument 
pleads for unbelievers Childfen,agmuch'or mote 
then believers ;-for if that believers 'Children 
muſt be baptized becauſe rhey ire a patt'of Na- 
tions,” who ſees riot bat by thefame' file wnbe! 
lieyers Children may be baptized; beeduſe they! 
are a greater part of the Nations, then the Chil 
drenof believers. 0 97'S 

5 I Anſwer 


Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. "4 
'  T Anſwerto your minor Propofition;as before 
at your houſe, Thar it's a Command for belie- 
vers and Diſciples of Chriſt, that they ſhould be 
baptized, and not for all the Nations, as appears 
by the Originall word, which is pavmuven, make 
Diſciples, Canlitwry ins, baptizing THEM, and not 
the Nations, which you could not deny 3 which 
made way for your ſecond Argument,which was 
to prove that Infants were Diſciples. 


Mr. Xellie's fecond Argument. 


f. Yes that are tanght of God, are Diſciples. 

Eut the Infants of Gods people are taught of 
God. Ergo. Foro es 
' They are Diſciples. be Rs 


' Mr. Tve's Anſwer,  , 


" Anſwer, firſt, by diſtinguiſhing of the Teann, 
[| 'Tavght, 1g the major Propoſition, It by Tanght 
you mean as the Prophet Jeremiab doth, Chap. 32. 
33. whereit's ſaid, God taught them, but they re- 
fuſed to receive InflruZion ;, then Tdeny the major, 


7% 


for thoſe that refuſed to. receive inſtruction, 
were not Diſciples, thoughthey were taught. 
But fecondly, Tf by-Targht, you mean, taug 
ſo as to receive inſtruction, and learn; then L 
denythe minor, for that Infantgat eight dayes 
old/are not taught, neither doethey receive jnx H 
ſtruQion, orlearn. fo prove this, you bring 1/a. 4; _- 
54-18. where it's faid, All tby Children ſhall be  — A 
taught of God. 
T0 ? Anfwer,. 
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6 Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. : 


Anſwer, This doth no more prove that in- 
fapts in the Cradle of -<cight dayes,old. were 
taught and learned, then the Command the Di- 
ſciples had to teach all Nations, - proves;that 
they taught infants of c1ght dayes old, and that 
they learned inſtrution. - _...-- | 
\.. 2 This 1s a Prophefſie that all 77-ae/s Children. 
ſhould: be taught of God, and not a Propheſie 
that they ſhould all be taught ſo as to learn, -in 
your ſence,which is the thing you are to prove; 
for if they ſhould. all be fo taught, then they 
ſhould all of them be ſaved. 

3 If you ſhall ſay the Prophefie reſpe&s the 
believers Children , whether Jewes or Gentles, 
that they ſhall be all taught, ec. yet it doth 
not ſay they ſhall be taught in their Cradle, or at 
eight dayes 01d ; which you muſt prove, becauſe 
jou ſay infants are Diſciples. 

4 How ſoon doe you loſe the tearms of the 
Propoſition ! You are. to prove Infants are: 
taught, and you. bring a Text that'ſpeaks of 
Children ; as though there were no Children but 
infant-children: Whereas indeed, the Scripture 
tells us of all 4brahanrs Children, that were ſo by. 


believing, and not by virt 

ſcetit from Abraham, Gal. 4, 7. 
_ You further got on, to prove.that this Tcach- 
ing is tobe underſtood of infants, and that it's a 
cexching LEPTIN UNE learn, and aremade Di- 
feiples, byrbe Argument that you uſed at your, 
houſe, which 15 theſame in your Paper... 


# 


- pt Cs, | Mr. Kellie. 


wn 


irtue of their carnall dis-.: 
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Infants- Baptiſm diſproved. F 
; Mr, Kelhe. 


; T 'Hey that are inwardly and effe@Fnally taweht,. 
are tanght. and learne : 
Eut infants according to this Scripture ( a. 54. 
13. ) are inwardly and | jor taught, + * 
Ergo. T, hey « are taught. and learn. ' 


Mr. Tve 's . 


Anſwer, by denying the minor, to wit, That 
infants: are thwardly and cſfectually eaught 
according to that Scripture. ? | 
For firſt, The word i»favts is notin the Text; 

whichis thetearm of theminor Propoſition- - 
1 Tt by, all; thy Childrere ſhall be taught of God, her 
meaning ſhould be, as you ſay, that the naturalt 
ſced ofthe believers bodies ſhould be all taught 
of God inwardly.and effeftually in their. infancy; . 
then to.what pyrpoſe doe you teach themito be _ 
converted whentbey come to years?" ormrionns | 
3 df all the naturall' Children of believers 'be 
iowardl y and- effeftually taught of God}, then , 
you muſt hold- falling from grace totally: and fis | 
nally, orelſe coticludetthar all the naturall-Chif= | 
dren of believers ſhall be all-ſaved : For whats 
it to-be inwardly. and effecually G—_— bue- to 
be-really-and truly Regenerated ? | 
You goe on to prove theminor, ( US, ) That 
all believers infants -are-1n pay and els 
taught s 3"! thus. fe: 
a4 108 5103 2 6 (| MrJKelhs, 


Bn, 


3 Infante-Baptiſm diſproved. 


Mr. Kel//te. 


F infants were not inwardly and effeFnally taught, 
[| (you ſay ) there were no hope of ſalvation 7 
their death - / 

But there is hope (lay you )of ſalvation in their 


deat h . Ergo. ; 


They are inwardly and effe@ually tanght. 
Mr. Ive'ss | 


Anſwer, firſt, You leave out the tearm ALL, 
[| and put your Argument ;into/ indefinite - 
tearms :' But I preſume by infants you' mean all 
the naturall ſeed of believers, ——_—_ your 
praRtice: in  baptizing all of them: that' you 
ol Joe: offs ns O78 of OT RTPa 
2.'.2: But Tſhall anſwer further, by denying the 
nagar, which is, That if infants were not imwardly 
el offecnally tanght, there were no hope of ſalvation 
in their death: For firſt, there was hope of the 


| . ſalvation of thoſe Children with whom the 
Lord had not SPOKEN, nor to whom he had 


not giyen his Lawes, Det. 11. 1,2. But if they 
bad been inwardly and effeQtually taught - then 
the Lord muſt needs have ſpoken with therh ; 
and if they were taught, 1t muſt bei Gods 
Law; but it is ſaid of thoſe' Children,” That God 
had not fpoke with them. 19 63100 2036952 

- [1.3 Agaip, We have'great hope 6f the ſalvas 


{ tion of infants, becauſe they are made righteoris | 
* by Jeſus Chriſt, Koz». 5. 18, 19. though they 


ſhould 


Infantr-Baptiſmr diſproved. 5s _ 


fhould not know this by an inward and effequ- 
all Teaching. - | | 

' Alſo the Scripture ſaith, That the Child foal 
not bear the ſin of thefather, and it hath commit- |, 

ted in its infancy no fin of its owne, what there- \ | 
fore ſhould hinder us from hoping that they ſhal \ \ 
beallſayed,if they die in their intancy,although \ 

ſ* ' they arenottaught inwardly andeffeQually.. » = 

4 Butlaſt of all;it'sa fition of your own brain 

to ſay. Infants are inwardly and effetFually taught, 

or e'ſe there is no hope 7 their ſalvatien, becauſe 

there is rot onewordoet. God for to juſtifie ſuch 

a ſayingin the whole Bible... Bn REES) 

But yet you adventure to bring that Tex', 1 

Theſſ. 4- 13. where tbe Apaſtle adviſeth,that the 

brethren would not ſorrow 4s thoſe that have 10 

© bope;herhiwſe that thire ſhall br a reſurreFion,” which F 

© ſome. did; not. hope. for -at-the .death. of their 3 

friends, which wadetheir ſorrow: the more in-, 
temperate. But nowthat T may. 'have hope of 
theiſalvation ofmy Children at the -reſvrrection; 

_ although. I. ſhould [not;helieye. thar-unwritzen; 
Propaſition,:to wit, -That5n their infancy they are 
efenelringhrgypedre becanle of the Text you. 

o much. urge in-fayourto your. Baby: baptiſm, 
GHatiwig 14 where Cbriſt bids; the.Dilgiples 
Suffer dittle Children ta:come tor hj te-9f-/90D 3. 
the Kingdome of Heaven. So that the Kingdome -. 
of Heaven belopged-16 irifants-before they bad _ 
 {o:.mwuch:ias been:.with Chriſt, onlefore he had 4 


* 
e ” 


zQuallyblefledthem;: OE Ys SVG. ay ot 

*. But you'/proceedto;provye: theiminor Propoſi. 
tion, that Children muſt cither be: inwardly and ef+, 
CHI | C fe@nally 


—— an Fn, 
” 


ho Iufants-Boptiſin: diſproved. 


feFually taught, or elſe there is no hope of ſalvation 
in their death; thus. raed {6 


|  Mr.. Kellie... W 
—_— the knowledge-of God in Jeſws chrifs 


'': which eternall lifes there us no hopeiof jal- 
vation. i." rants iron — 


- Put without the inward andifſi@uall teaching of 


God in infanis, there is no knowledge of God in 
Chriſt. Ergo.. J | 


Without the' inward” and effe@Fuall teaching of. 


God, there is no hope of the ſalvation of infantse-' . 
4 TS | q rpe dorms ly, 11.7 94» 4;7 


Mr. Twe's; 


F 7 Ou lefc out the term 17fants.in your major 
* Þ Propofition,by which-your Argument bes 
coines fatlacious,becauſcit'sa'tearm that is after. 
wards inſerted. bothiin your minor, and concha- 
ſion-- * which if you” had'played:thepart of-an 
honeſt Logician, 'you:thould have talereed-itin 
your major, and then'it would chaveruwthus; 


, Without the krrowledge of God ins. Jeſws Chriſt, which. 


> 
SC 


/ i# eternal} life, there is no hope of 'ſaluationfor in- 
 fants;, then'T would havedenied/themajoryarid 
that: becauſ© there is notonexword of: God: for - 


ſuch a Propoſition; 07 = 5b hy oy gant ob 
' 4 God {aidhe would havepity wpon the City of 
Ninive, becauſe their infauts did noÞhtow:theiv right 
hand from their left. Can any niaw'believe: that 
any body: ſhould''be acquamte&with the great 
and ſublime matters of Jeſus Chriſt, and'eternall 


life, 


a— 
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life, that knowes not his- right hand from his 
left in nature? and:yet youlay.thus of children, 
viz, T bat they, bave the'knowledge of God in 
J]cſus Chriſt, when as yet they have not know- 
ledge to know their right hand from their left in 


nature. ; l > 
. 3- Again, They that know his name, will truſt in 


him: But you ſee: Children in theirinfancy are 


call'dupon to doe neither. _ 

4 Again, They that know God in Jeſus 
Chriſt, are alwayes 1n the Scripture diſtinguiſh- 
ed from thoſe that: know him ,net# :If ſo, then 
all Children in their;ijnfancy knowy. God in Jeſus 
Chriſt, or elſe you muſt ſhew-how ſome infants 
of eight dayes old may be judged to know him, 


and nthers may.be judged to be ignorant of him. ; 
It you ſay you cannot diſtinguiſh; then Lay you | 
bave as much-reaſon to baptizea Twrks Child at | 


eight dayes old, as a-Chriſtians, ſince there ap- 
pears as much of the knowledgeof God in Chriſt 
in the.one, as-in the other, .'and: then what be- 
caines of your. favour you'would: ſhew to belie- 
vers Children ? HiFo pom 3 of 

Again, if they, viz; the infants of belieyers 
doe know Godin Jeſus Chriſt in their infancy, 
how comes many of thern ſo wicked '\phen they 
come to/years:2. Doe you not here ſtrangly ſmell 
of eArmittianiſme, which, you ſo much: preach 
againſt, that men may be'in the ſaving know.: 
ledge.of God to day; atid-qut of it to morrow 2-1 

5 Again, the Scripthre ſaith #7:thowt. ſxith; 
tis 'irupojfable to pleaſt' GogpHeb. 13, and yet this 


bs not to be applied to Children, becaule James 
DL AY C 2 


faith, 
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—— li h, Faith without works is dead, James 2. 17, 
So that '1f Children have faith in infancy, it's a 
-, dead faith, becauſe it hath no works: And faith 
' without works cannot ſave, ver. ig. So that you ſee 
this Text, Heb, v1. Without faith-it is impoſſible to 
pleaſe God, mult. for what James ſaith, be under- 
ftood'of men that are arived aboye the ſtatureof 
intants of eight dayes old: Inthe like manner. 

' muſt we underſtand Chriſt, John 17. This is life 
eternall, thdt they know thee the onely trne God, and 


CY 
PST 2 * 


/ / J-ſus Chriſt whom thou haſt ſent. Or elſe we muſt. 


/ { conclude, thatifome Children ſhall be damned; 
{ ; dying in their fancy, fornot knowing God in. 


\ | Jeſus Chriſt, when they were no way made ca- 
pable of ſucha knowledye. | 


- Laſtly, The Scriptures ſay; Dent. x.29. that 


/--Children in their infahcy haveno knowledge of 
/ good orevill; :the like is ſaid of Chriſt himſelf 
410 his infancy, 1/a. 7. 14, 15, 16. How:then can 
you imagin that infants can know God in Jeſus 
Chriſt, and:yet not know good, when the know- 
tedge of God:in Chriſt is the knowledge of the 
beſt good of all. : j 

- * But you goe on, and tell us, 


That infants dying in their infancy are ſaved. 


Which is notthe'thing denied;butthething 


2 denied, 1s, Fhat they cannot be ſaved withour 


the knowledge of God in Chriſt; ' and inftead.of 


this, you-would prove-that-infarts:ſhall be ſa« 
ved, which Tnever denied. 0 2 1 | 
Only let me'tell you, That you miſerably 
abuſe the Scripture you bring to prove their fal- 
vations 
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vation, which is 7/e. 65.20. fr 
you obſerve, | oy 


That they dye in & good a caſe 4s. Diſciples 4 


bmndred years ſtanding. 


\ 


O- miſerablc bliadnefle! the Text faith, TY Jerk 


fhall-wot be'in the New Jeruſalem an infa ant of dayes : ; 
and yet'you bring this in fayourto your eight 
dayes infarits. 

Again, -You fay, That infants dye in 4s good a 
condition,” as Diſciples of a hundred years ſtanding; 


whereas 'the Text ſaith , he Child fball dje a. : 


bnidred years ol, T'pray how many .ſuch infants 
doe you baptize ? So that this Text I believe 
you'urged without Book, for there is. not the 


leaſt-word of ſuch infants as you plead for, nor 


ef ſucti'61d Diſciples to whom you would 'com- 
pare them: But are' you ſo eharitable towards 


infants, that you believe they hall be ſaved? 


then pray let not the Midwives baptize, for fear 
they ſhould: be 'damned;*which ſome'ol. your 
doath Have allowed, makin EY ſprinkling wa- 
ter upon their face; a cauſe of their ſalvation, 
rather then'the knowledge of Godin Chriſt, that 
you now plead for, RT Oe 

But you gocon, and tells.” Rt $2 #94728 240 


Mr. Kellie. : 


To if, we judge infants ſhall be ſaved; then FO) 
ſhould be daily added to the Church by BA ptiſy Mr. 
And for this you cite AF 2, alt 
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14 Infants-Boptiſme diſproved. © 
Mr. Toes. | 


Shall firſt ſpeak to your Argument, and then 
'/ This 1s a palpable nos ſequiter, for by this Argu- 
bk / -ment Foſs might have Circumciſed Children | 
/ the firſt day.they were born;. for. Hoſes might I” 
have ſaid,, Ijudgethele Children havearightto } | 
ſalvation the firſt day they are borne, therefore Rn 
; they have aright. to beadded to the Church by 
circutnci{io the firſt day theyare born, Upon this 
account he mighthave circumciſed the females, 
E becauſe he judged that ſalvation. did belong to 
them. But if you ſball think to ſalye this ſore, by 
ſayingHe was commanded to circumciſe theeigth day, 
and tg gircumeile the male Children ; let metell 
yon, that he was not forbid either theoneorthes | 
other ;_ But if you ſhall ſay,. that in as. much as 
God commanded the eighth day, he did forbid 
doing,of it. before z;and in as ; png eye] 
Command the Cireumciling of males, beiforbid 
the cireumeiſing. of females : Let we-tell;you 
then, that.1n as much as. God hat preſcribed 


| | behieying to. betbetime; of baptizing, irwill be 
' | found aſintodoe It upon any-.perſons,,at; any 
' + Other time but when they believe with all their 
hearts, according to AFL8. 37. And as for that 
Text which you urge,. 4@s.2,47. The Lord ad- 
ded to the Church daily ſuch as ſhould be ſaved, 
Compare this bug with-acr/<41 ang. you will . 
- = nd theſe to be, ng fuch Babies as. you baptize, 
# / 3 and add\to your,:Church; for the Text. faith, 
= | / // Then they. that gladly received his word, were bapti- 
rea | | Zed, 
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ed, and the ſame day there was added tothem about 
K+ three thouſand ſoules. And: ABs 5. 14. Believers 


were added to the Lord. What ſerves this to 


prove that which you' would have 2 Doth'it . 


got! ſfrongly carry the contrary, That infants 
were not baptized, becauſe they are no where 
called believers. 


| You now face dbout,” as though all were not! 


ſafe in the Rear, atid goe back'to the Textin 
Eſay 54." Surely you feared all the hay and ſtub. 
ble that you built upon that Text, . was ſet on 
fire by "the Anſwers that 'T 'gave to Tt at your 
houſe; ren now you' arc returning to quench it : 
But you muſt know, that' yourclouds of Argu-' 


ments are without water, as Tſhall'make appear 


upon: Examination, . wy ont 
1» Vinft) You! ard] bi ; | i {44 


Mir. K lie: 


"Het and? muſt be innard and chat, 
Ti Ta: 54. 13: 
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ws, Infants-Baptiſm diſproved: 
: 'S z . —_ Y | b of % . 4 : 


Mr. Ive's. 


Anſwer this, by denying the major; for: all: 
the world gave the great peace of God going 
along with their teaching, in as much as God - 
holds forth life and peace in the Goſpel. And; 
yet you. will not ſay that all the world arein- 
wardly and effectually taught. = 
2 Again, to your minor,if by all the Children 
of Gods people, you mean all their natural Chil. 
dren in their infancy,as you muſt,orelſeyou ſay. 
nothing to your purpolez. then [dee denyithe' 
minor, becauſe it ſuppoſeth God doth inwardly 
and effecually preach peace to believers tofanrs, 
whereas he preacheth nothing at all:tothem : 
Neither doth the Text fay he doth,fortben they 
muſt (vis. )all the infants of believers, be atu- 
ally ſaved, although they ſhould live to perpe- 
trate never ſuch horrible wickedneſles; for if 
they, to wit, all the _naturall. Childrep of belie= 
vers, arein this condition in their infangy;; what 
fin can-deprive them of eternall life, whea;:they 
come'to years? unleſle (as I haye ſaid before ):. 
you will hold falling from this grace and peace 
you ſpeak of, ; totally.and finally;/which is an 
opinionthat you doe not reckon among the leaſt 
of errors. ol TOTO 
Again,tf believers naturall Children, as ſuch;are. 
thus priviledged, as you ſpeak. of, with this grace 


and peate, then the Children of the. fleſhare the. - | 


Children' of Cod. But the Children of the fleſh” 


are -not the Childreu-of God. Ergo. They are 
+ not 


Infantr-Baptiſm- diſproved... v5 
not as belieyers natural! Children, thus privi- 
ledged, | 

You goe on to a ſecond Reaſon, to prove the 
teaching in 7/a. 54. tobeinward and effecuall 
teachings which what if it were granted, doth 
it prove that this was to infants in the Cradle of MN 
eight dayes old : But we have before ſhewed the NF 
contrary, that it is not meant of ſuch: But how- is 
ever let's hear your other Argument, which is, -- 


| _ Mr. Kellie. 
= if it were not inward,and effeFuall leaching, 


it were rather a judgement threatned, then a 
mercy promiſed. 


Mr o Tve's * | 
] | gr then by this kind of reaſon, when God | 
teacheth a people, and they doe not learn, | 

his teaching is a judgement, and not a mercy., If 
this be true,then they that are under your teach- 

ing, and arenot inwardly and cttectually taugh 

doe not live under mercies, but judgements; an 
ſo they doe not deſpile a mercy, when they are 

not inwardly andeffeQually taught, but a jadge- 
ment» The weight of this Reaſon is lighter then = 


vanity. - Led Tabor 
Your third Reaſon that this muſt needs; be 1n« 
ward and effeQuall teaching, is, -.; 


#? WR 4 ; 
|; "Sg 3 nad þ 

"i? 30 £1 $7>57 
Oo Mr. Kellie. 


wth, 


: + Den Boptiſ diſproved. 


Mr, Kellie. 


Pew: John brines it-in as proof of efelinall 
Teaching. 


From whence you fay the Argument may be 
; thus framed. 4110. 


{| $$ that ave 'Hrawne to the F ther, tine come " 
the Son, are effedgally taught : 

Eut they that are tanehs according to that Scrip= 
tare, Tia, 54. are drawne to the father, ow come to 
he $091 is 4 I WF 


'1 hey. are Sehabdly ind effetnally ranghr. 
Mr. ow: fo 


Ere the mjnor ms denied, for the Reaſons be- 
"k fore named (wvis.) For then all believexs 
Nhildren muſt all be web or-eiſe they may* F 
awiy from this teaching. 'And Chrift «ran 
doth ſuppoſe as much;in' the place I 
_ -Out of Jobs 6. 44,45. where though he 
Tt's 'writte, they ſhall be all taught of bod; hows 5s 
not the leaſt cry of. the teaching of infants of 
Etpht dayes,o)d.”” 
EI wy ſecondly, Though he ſaith, They ſhall be 
all taught of God, he doth not oy, they db all 
Hear, fear ur come to him. * 

But be ſaith, Every one that hath HEARD, and 
LEARNED, comes, thereby ſhewing that more 
were tayght, and more heard, then did learn and 
&0me th Im. ; You 
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Infante-Baptiſm diſproved 1 
'' You goe onto a fourth Reaſon, andfay, -  ... 
mo [is neo {10 Mir KelGter,) © go ohm teri) 


Cir are all tanght of God, becauſe eb know 
him from the leaſt to rhe greateſt, Heb. 8, 14, ; 


Mr. Ive's. | 


I Wonder you have forgot the Curſe that God 
prononnceth againſthim-that adderth; or: 

keth from his word ; which if you had-hot, y@u 
would not haveſaid, that all know him from the 
leaſt, to the greateſtz_ when the Text ſaith no 
fuch thing, but that they SHALL all know him 


from the leaft to the greateſt. ; not: thatthey doe aj 
know him; But f you ſay,they:doall know hity; 


| 'then remember that the ſame Text faſth,, They 


ſhall not need to teach their Ntighbours, ſaying, know © 
ithe Lord» 1f this bealready-tyllfilled, whey on A 
you' preach for? And-ifall-believers-Childrian 


bothHhittleand great;kniow:the Lord ſaastonged 


none torteach themthen you mult find out ang+ 
ther-Trade;, or. elſe /goe:; and teach amnng the = 
"Heathen 3\/for you.judge-all the Pariſh of Cnip/e-* - 
pateibelievers,in as mugh as you baptizeallthej 
-Chitdren,and refuſe none: And by the Gme rale 
-you may as:well judpe all Eyglena believers, iand 
if ſo,” then-if that all theſe believers anditheic 
'ChildmeoJmowake ILord,according-tothar text, 
ſous they need:no Teacher, from the greaxn/tco 
che teaſt,then'youmuſtgoe to Preach tothe ln- 
fidells in Azerica,tor by your own Text wekave 
1X L D 2 no 


men with 


40 TInfants-Baptiſm diſproved: 

noneed of you. here. I doe therefore charge all 
Gly in the Pariſh of (Tiplegate, that 

ſhall pay you a farthing for Preaching, till you 

doe repent of your folly in thus expounding 

Heb.'8. 11. For1s it not folly for a man-to pzy for 

that he hath noneed of? 

5 You got on, and tell us. 


Mr. Kellie. 


Hat Childrex truft in God, Pſal, 22. 9. 
Ergo. | 


_ ” 2 OY 


HE* you pervert Scripture, for the text ſaith: 


not that Children truſt in - God 1n their jin- 


fancy; but it ſaith that David as well as other 


infants were made by God to. hope upon their 
mothers breaſts; for theſe words { When I was} 
are unneceflarily fupplied by the Tranſlater;and 
are-not i1+ the Originall;' and therefore we:ſce 
that as well unbelievers as believers Children 


_doe hope upon their mothers breaſt. I wonder 


how any man tn his right wits can ſay: from-this 
*Fext,.xhat David or any infant in their infancy 
doe truſt in God > Nay, may not a'man as ratio» 
natly-conclude, that the whole Creation are 1n- 
wardly & ctiteQually taught, 'and that they, truſt 
in God, becauſe Pex ſaith,” Row: 8. 20, that the 


Creature 'was maile ſubjef# to vanity, not willingly, 
but by reaſon of him that hath ſubjeFed the ſame IN, 


HOPE. 


% __ TS 


ſuch, appears Þ 


| the like cafe Chriſt bids his Diſciples 


Infants-Baptiſm diſproved." wi 
6 You goe on, and fay, 
Mr. Kebhe. 
"© infants are moſt humble, therefore taught. 
| Mr. Tve's. 


4T- Text that you urge, Lake 9:.'48. ſaichno 
ſuch thing,only that Chrift ſet a little Child 
before them for example: I would therefore 
know whether or no the Text proves the humi- 
lity of theſe Children to be by teaching, . or by 
nature. If by teachi iciples had n 
need to learn of Children, becauſe it-cannot rea-——— 
ſonably be ſuppoſed that infants. in the Cradle 

ſhould be taught. more then thoſe Maſter-byild- 

ers that were to goe forth to teach others. If this 

humility was naturall to:them, as toall Children 
before they come tohave knowledge, thea it 

makes nothing for your purpoſe; and that it was 

by the matter in hand, forthe que- , 

ſtion was,. who ſhould be thegreateſt; verſ. 46.} | 
Now he bidsthem take example of Children in| 
their infancy, who then have no natural propen- 
fityo ſuch kind of ambition, as tothink them. \ | 


ſelves greater; or more honourable then/others; 


F 


as Serpents, may not a man; as well coi 
Serpents are inwardly and effeually taught, 
becauſe Chriſt ſends his Diſciples ro learn wiſe- 
dome of them, as you may conclude infants are: 

inwardly and -ffectually taught, becauſe Chriſt 
ſends his Diſciples to leara humility of them 44 

| And: 
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22 Infants-Baptiſm 4 ifproved.,: : 
And Chriſt bids his Diſciples to learn innocency 
of Doves, doth it therefore follow that Doves 
are in wardly and cfi;Ruallytaught ? 

7 You tell us. 


Mr. Kell | Z 


f Pow inward and effeTuall teaching of infants ap- 
pears from 1'Thell,4..9,10, Where he 
ahe brethren,. they:'y Were. _ of God to owe 
one: pes 


* Ar. Ives. «i 


yomss any body that had bat common 
ſence conclude that Parl writ this to IN. 


Lanits, whe; he dear; tothe The/ſ: ſaloniaps, that 


chey are rapght of God 


love oe another £ 2” 
8 Fc ou rel! us, | 


-Mr. Kellie.” 


9: youu 8 "yy Tf af i infants ; ap. ritusll 
birth, aud teaching,as faniq.n thei ir 24> 
onal Ecclel, 11. 5-: As thou knoweſt not: which 
is the-way of the Spirit, zor how the bones: doe 
-growinthe womb of her that is with Child.gven 
© th onnoweft not-the works-of Gad thag qna- 


” Kketh all. Tet this I gravt, that the time of Gods teach» 


ing 6 not alwayes ininfancy ; for ſome are.called at 
the leſ# haotre, and youbaptitee ſauce wha, Tpajby ? 
are wot IT A ENOIIOI, I iz! 
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You telF'us; That ſome that we baptize are viot 
effeTnally tanght till afterwards. | 
To this I anfwer, That it juſtificth us Fehey 
doe: 


24% Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. 
doe profeſle ſo to be when they are baptized, 
For with the heart man doth believe, and with the 
mouth confeſſion is made to ſalvation, Rom, 10. 10. 
Ando it would-juſtifie you, ifthat there were a 
confeſſion of faith made at thetime you-did bap- 
tize, and a life conformable thereunto, which is 
all that we are to look after, becauſe it's Gods 
work to ſearch the. heart, andnot ours. 2 
| ,,;You proceed to prove ( tf you can ) that in- 
fants are Diſciples, thus. pb 
_ Mr. Kellie. 


* 


+ Por hn whom we may give # Cup of cold water in 


42 the nave of Diſciples, are Diſciples D [Hh 
" But we may give 4 Cup of cold water to little Chil- 
an 7 | "3 Sg 440 
: "Therefore little Children are Diſciples. 


J Anſwer, firſt, by denying the major; for may 
EZ I not as well ſay, that they to whom we may 
giveatbing in the name of a King, are Kings; 
and they to whom we may ſhew fayour in the 
name of God, and Chriſt, are ſo many Gods and 
Chriſts 3 as you can ſay, they to whom we may 
give a cup of cold water In the name of a Diſci- 
ple,are Diſciples : Who ſeethnot the weaknefſe 
of this kind of arguing ? But now-to the minor 
Propoſition, where you aſſume that we may give 
to little children a cup of cold water in the name 
ofa Diſciple. I anſwer, If by littleChildren you 
mean ſuch as John means, 1 John 2. x. Little Chil- 
dren, 


ns 
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dren, theſe things Twrite, that you ſin not, And ver.1 2+ 
twrite-unto you little Children, becauſe your ſins are for 
given. Iſay, if you doe mean ſuch, 'I'doe grant the 
minor Propoſition, viz, That to ſuch little ones we 
may give a Cupof water in the name of a Diſciple : 
But this I ſuppoſe cannot be your meaning, in as 
much as you are to prove that infants are Diſciples, 
and there 1s nothing to that purpoſe in the Text: 
However I take notice of your wandring up. and 
downe, in ſaying, Sometimes infants are Diſciples, 
not telling us whether you mean believers or unbe- 
levers infants. \ Sometimes that all believers infants 
are Diſciples : |And ſometimes that ſome are not 
called till thelaſt houre : Only we take for granted 


| what you ſaid at firſt, that you would undertake for 


believers .Children ; if ſo, then ſuppoſe that- the 
little ones here in at. 10. laſt, wereunderſtood of 
infants, yet how doe you prove that they were be- 
lievers infants? But 1t will be a taſk too hard for 
you to doeelther the one, or the other. 
_ You goe onto tell us, 
: 54, {1 Mie. [Cellze. | 

Jet you have five things more to ſay ſor infants Dj. 
4 Fa ot 
' Thefirſt is this, If that infants may be called his ſer- 
wants, though they doe no ſervice, Lev, 21. 41, 4.2» 
Then they may be called Diſciples, though they doe not 
appear to learn s' OOO OG i) 

But they may be called Gods ſervants, though they doe 
hin no ſervice. Ergo, i © | © 


They may be called Diſci ples, theugh they doe not ap 


- 


pear to learn, 


E Mr. Ives. 
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Mr. Ive's. 
[| Anſwer, firſt, by denying the major, forif it be 
granted that Children were called his ſervants, 
though they did God no ſervice, yer it followes not 
that therefore they are Diſciples, though they doe 
not learn. 

May not a man as well prove the unprofitable ſer. 
vatit, Luke 19. by the ſame Logick,to be a Diſciple? 
as thus: It one may be called Chriſts ſervant, though 
he doe him no work, then he may be called Chriſts 
Diſciple, though he doe not appear tolearn : But 
the unprofitable ſervant, Luke 19.. was called Chriſts 
ſervant, as appears by verſ; 13. and Hat, 25. 14. 
and yet hedid him no work, U7g0. He was Chrilts: 
Diſciple, though he did not appear to learn : And 
by this Rule the oz /equitor of your major Propoſi- 
tion appears. LE 

Butnow to your minor, that Children-are called 
_ Gods ſervants, though they did him no ſervice. 


I anſwer, firſt, That infants of eight dayes old are- 


not called Gods ſervants any where in' Scripture. 
2 As tothe Text urged in favour to this, Lev. 25.4.1, 
42+ if you. compare it with wer/ſ. 39. you will ſee ix 
was not ſpoken to prove infants in the Cradle Gods 


ſervants, but rather to ſhew,that becauſe-the Nation 


of 1ſracl, that he brought out.of Zgypt, were his. ſer- 
vants,therefore they ſhouldnot he ſlaves one to ano- 


ther, and fold as bond men, which they never did. 


uſe todoe to: Children inthe Cradle. . . | 
3 Again, Cannot God ſpeak-many-things con- 


cerning Children; as that they are bis ſervants, e*c. 


and yet not ſpeak of Children in their infancy? May 
not aman as well ſay, becauſe 7/racl was bid to teach 


their: 


/ 
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their Children, that therefore they were toteach in- 
fants of eight dayes old? And becauſe Foſh. 22.10. 
it's ſaid The Children of Gad built an Altar, therefore 
the infants of Gad were Maſons, and Stone-cutters? 
And becauſe it's ſaid of the vertuous woman, Prov, 
31. 20. Her Children riſe up, and call her bleſſed, there- 
fore her little infants of eight dayes old did call her 
bleſſed? Is not this as good reaſon as that which you 
bring, viz. Becauſe God ſaith, the 7/raelites children 
were his ſervants, therefore their infants of eight 
dayes old were his ſervants. | 
2 You goe on, and tell us, that 
Mr. Kellie. 
P*” in As 15. 10. calls infants Diſciples, 
; Mr. Toe's. 
Ar you not aſhamed to ſpeak ſuch a notorious 
falfity 2 Doth that Text ſay, that Peter calls in- 
fants Diſciples? Oh what a mercy is it that we ean 
read | ſurely if we could not, you might as well ſay, 
that Peter ſaid you ſhould have the fifth penny of our 
eſtate for preaching, as ſay he ſaith, Infants are Dij- 
ſciples. by 
Now indeed Peter blames them for putting the 
yokeof Circumcifion-upon Diſciples but:this.doth 
no more prove infants to be Diſciples, then if a man 
would ſay, The Clergy are oppreſt by Taxes,there- 
fore every one that's oppreſt by Taxes, isa Clergy- 
man 3 for is it not the ſame that yau;bring? The 
Diſciples were circumciled, therefore all that they 
circumciſed, were Diſciples. Now it you-look t@the 
foregoing verſes, you ſhall: ſet that.thefalſe Teach- 
ers taught circumciſionito- the brethren; and notto 


infants, and told the Diſciples, that if they werengt 
E 2 circum- 
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circumciſed, they could not be ſaved. And now if 
it be granted, that they would have circumcifed in- 
fants, :s well as old folks, doth this prove-infants are 
old folks? No moredoth your ſaying, they would 
circumciſe Diſciples, prove infants to be Diſciples. 

You proceed to a third Reaſon why Children 
ſhould be Diſciples, and thar is this, viz. 

Mr. Kellie. 


Hat if you ſhould grant they are not learned; but ig- 
 orant, yet ignorance you ſay) did not debar from 
Circumciſion, therefore not from baptiſnr, 
_ Mr. Toes: 

[| Anſwer, by ſhewing you how willing you are to 

gather up any thing to ſerve your turne, though 
nothing to purpoſe; one while they, vis. infants, 
are to be baptized, becauſe believers Children, doe 
know the-Lord, and are tanght of God, &*c. And 
now you plead, they may-be baptized, though igno- 
rant : What a miſerable ſhuffling is here? Whar, 
| knowledge the caufe all this while, and now be bap- 
tjzed though they are ignorant, what ſtrange Logick 
is this? 

But to the Conſequence, viz. Tgnorance ( you-ſay) 
did 'not hinder from Circumeiſion, therefore not from 
baptiſm. 

newer firſt ignorance could not hinder infants 
from that which: God commanded Parents to doe 
unto their Children, while:they were infants ; ſo 
that if God had commanded parents to baptize their 
infants, then their ignorancecould not-hinder, no 
more then it could hinder. their parents from Cir- 
cumciſing them, after God had commanded it. But 
here you doe beg the queſtion, by taking it for = 

' rea, 
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ted. that God commanded infants to be baptized, ay 
he did Command the Children of Abraham tobe 
Circumciſed: , | 

2: Again, in Goſpel-worſhip' whatever is not of 
faith, is fin. God will (in Goſpel worſhip) be ſerved 
in Spirtt, which 1s a ſervice no where required of 1n- 


. fants, therefore ignorance muſt needs hinder infants 
- from that which God no where r: quireth,and which - 


they areno way capable to perform. 
* Yow goeon, and tell us, that 
Mr. Kelle, 
Rm aid not hinder Peter from bis Maſters waſh- 
ing his feet, John 13. 7,8. The 7th verſe (youlay ) 
ſhewes his ignorance, and the th the neceſſity of his 


waſhing. 
Mr. Iwve's: - | 

"XX 7 Hy doe you not conclude ſomewhat from 
V hence, or elſe-why doe you bring it? If you 
bring it to prove that therefore ignorance may not 
hinder Children from baptiſm, 'then pray ſee whe- 
ther or no Peter did not know Chrift waſhed his feer, 
and whether 1n reaſon can you believe that Chriſt 
could waſhPeters feet, and Peter be as ignorant of his 
waſhing, as your babtes are of their ſprinkling. 

Again, it plainly appears that Peter was ignorant, 
not of the waſhing it ſelfe, but of ſomewhat Chriſt 
would make known by it, which was to ſhew,”Thit 
they whom he waſhed ſhould learn of him to doe ſo 
to others; and therefore Chriſt aſketh his Diſciples 
ifthey knew what he had doneto them. Now they 
could not but know he had waſhed them, but they 
did not know that he had hereby' ſet them a Copy 
to:write after; and therefore it your Children had 
as 


T2 this I anſwer,fi 
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as much knowledge of Chriſt when you baptize 
them, as Peter had when Chriſt waſhed his feer, 
though they might not know all circumſtances re- 
lating to baptiſt, then indeed it were ſomewhat to 
your purpole to quote this place. 
Again, is it nota ſtrong fighe of a weak cauſe, that 
you ſhould compare the ignorance of Peter to the 
1gnorance of your infants? his being but a partial 
Ignorance in a circumſtance, and your Babes are to. 
tally ignorant of both ſubſtance and circumſtance. 
Again, this Law of waſhing the Diſciples feet was 
never 1n pradqice before, till Chriſt now did it, and 
commanded it; and therefore no marvel] though the 
Apoſtles were ignorant of the end of it, till it was de- 
clared ; neither was there any ſuch qualifications 
required in waſhing one anothers feet, as is required 


1n baptiſme, 


Yon proceed, and ſay, that 
| Mr. Kellie. | 
THe Scripture doth not ſay, None ſhall be baptized but 
&. underſtanding Diſciples, and if it did (you ay) 
get. that had not excluded infants ;, for the Apoſile ſaith, 
He that will not labour, muſt not eat, and yet Chil- 
dren ( ſay you) wmmſt not ſtarve, though they doe not 
bour. 3 519 | 
Mr. Joe's. {40 
.fixſt,that the Scripture doth not 
4 fay, you ſhall not baptize, bells, nor goe 
a Pilgrimage, why then do not you do theſe things? 
2 Again it did not ſay ( as we have elſwhere ob- 
ſerved ) that the Children of 4brahazz ſhould not be 
circumciſed the fixth or fourth day, why then did 
not they doe it before? Nor the Scripture doth not 


. ſay 5 
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* * fay, Infants ſhall nor receive the Sacrament of the 
» ** breadand wine, why doe you then refule to give it 
them? Doeyon not plainly ſee that you. condemn 
) *? othersinthethingyouallow? for you condemn us 
' that will not baptize our infants, becauſe you ſay it's 
E.-4 no where forbidden; why may not others as well 
' 7 condemnyou for refuſingto givethe Lords Supper 
: to infants, by the ſamerule, becauſe it's no where 
forbidden. 
I but you will fay, it's implicitly forbidden, x Cor. 
\ 11. 28, becauſe the Text ſaith, Let a man examine 
þ himſelfe, and ſo let him eat; and Children cannot exa- 
; mine themſelves. In the like manner ( ſayT) in- 
| fants are denied baptiſm, becauſe the Scripture ſaith, { 
He that BELIEVETH, and is baptized,&c. Mark 16. and i 
; Tf thown BELIEVEST, thou mayeſt be baptized, AQs 8. A 
Doe not theſe 1n the judgement of any rational min 
as plainly exclude infants from baptiſm, as the other 
Scripture doth exclude them trom the Supper ? 
But you preſume and-fay, that 
| Mr. Kethe, 
; F* the Scripture had ſaid, None but underſtanding Diſti. 
ples ſhould be baptized, that had not excluded infants. 
+ . Mr. Tve's, deb a Fee 
l & not this ſtrange that:your ſhould ſay, That they 
are not to beexchuded, though: the Scripture-doe 
exclude them? Doe you nor hereby give us to un. 
deri{tand, that let thewtrtlofGod ſay what it \will, 
you will doe what youliſt? Neither doe you think. 
to mendithe matter by-that place of Seriptare,2Theſ/; 
2. 10. Tf any will not worke, he ſhould n9t eat. Now you 
ſeem'to conclude from hence, that though Children 
doe not work, yet they mult eat, £rgo. Though _— 
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dren doe not believe, yet they mult be baptized. 
Now ſee thefallacy; the Text doth not ſay, He that 
DO IH not worke,as you lay,when.you apply it to jn- 
fants; but He that WILT, not worke. Now if there be 
any children that WILL not work,they muſt not eat, 
iz, of the Churches Charity ; therefore infants, 
and they that are Impotent,it,cannot be ſaid of them 
that rhey WILL.zot work, Now if God had given you 
the like Command to baptize Children in their in- 
fancy, as he hath done to fathers and mothers to feed 
them in their infancy, then you had ſaid ſomethiog 
to the purpoſe, otherwiſe you had as good have ſaid 

nothing. bn 
| Mr. Kellie. 

Again, You (ſay I) brought in the word «vi, to 
prove that the Command, Mat. 28, reacheth only 
Diſciples, not all Nations ; my reaſon ( you ſay )s, Be- 
cauſe i9m js the Nenter, and avris the EMiſculine Gender. 
But this ( you lay ) is no reaſon at all, 4s appears by Mat, 
25. 32. where the word «vis muſt neds have relation to 
tm, unleſſe there ſhall not be a ſeparation beiween all Na- . 
tions at the laſt day. This Enallage generis, where the 
Maſculine Gender is put with 9m, is uſuall in Scripture, 
and many times ( you lay ) includes Children, as Mat. 
25- 32. Rev. 2.26, 27. & 19.15. As 15. 17. & 21. 
25. & 26. 17.828, 28, Epbeſ: 2. 11, & 4,417. . 

| Mr. AVeSs +-% | 

I Y Ou did agree at, you houſe, that «vr#r did re- 

| þ lateto Diſciple, and accordingly went about 

to provethat Children were Diſciples, as appears by 
many of .your Arguments. 

2 1ſaidnot that «7% did no where refer to in, 
but that-in this Scripture it ought to refer. to garerw- 

«72, Which you alſo granted. | 3 Though 
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- 2 Though «be referred to 6, yet it doth not 
follow that the infants ip the Nations are included, 

ea, the contraty is apparent from the latter clauſe 
of the ſentence, where it is laid, Teaching themw,which 
doth ſufficiently intimate, that thoſe of the Nations 
are hereby only meant, who are capable of Difſci- 
pline., and conſequently had the uſe of reafon, which 
agreeth not unto infants, who, as the Scripture fhew- 
.eth, together with the atteſtation of common ſenſe, 
have no knowledge between good and evill. Dewt. 
4. 39. Moreover, your little ones which you ſaid ſhould be 
a prey, and your Children which in that day had no know- 
ledge between good and evill, they ſhall goe in thither, and 
#nto them will I give it, and they ſhall poſſeſſe it. Iſai 7» 
14,15,16. Therefore the Lord himſelfe ſhall give you 
ſigne, behold a Virgin fhall conceive a Son, and ſhall call 
bis name Imanucl, Butter and Honey ſhall be eat, that 
he may know to refuſe the evill, and chooſe the good. For 
before the Child ſhall know to veſuſe the evill, and chooſe 
the good, the Land that thou abborreſt, ſhall be forſaken of 
both her Kings. Likewiſe the very inſtance you bring 
out of Mat. 25.32. doth refute your opinion; for 
there ſuch qnly of the Nations are underſtood,as had 
acted in the worſd, and done either g00d or evill ; 
for they are ſuch as had either relieved Chriit in his 
neceſlity, -or refuſed to doe fo; neither of which 
agreeth to infants; for would it not be ridiculous 
ro imagine that our Lord Chriſt ſhould ſay to the in- 
fants;-Goe yee. curſed into everlaſting. fire, for Twas bun- 
. ery, and-yee fed menot ? Beſides, every one of the reſt 
of the places cited by you, where the word &m ig 
found, doth, if the circumſtances be examined,mean 
them only of the Netions that had: the uſe of reaſon 
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and foare not a whit to your purpoſe. 


4 Yougoeon toanother Argument,and tell me, | 


that' 
| Mr, Kellie. 
FI Hat which God hath once commanded, and never re- 
pealed, ought ſiill to be oheyeds. . 

Fmt he aid once Command that the Children of his ſer- 

wants, whom he hath taken into Covenant with himſelfe, 

ſhonld have the ſeale of the righteouſneſſe of ſaith ſet upon 

them, which he hath never forbidden, only be hath taken 

away the outward circumciſion therefore we niuſt obeythat 
Command ill. EEG 
h Mr, Tve's. 

1! Doe deny this whole Sillogiſm, becauſe firſt,there 

L is not oneof the tearms of the Propol: in itzwhich 

had you argued honeſtly, you ſhould have faid thus, 


That which God once commanded, and never repealed, is 


in force ſtill : Cand then you ſhould have afſumed ) 
Fut God did once Command the baptizing of infants, and 
mever repealed. it 5 therefore that Command is in force 
Fill; Indeed:had you reaſoned thus,and proved the 
minor, a gracious heart would hardly have denied 
It : But then | F'2 p; 

' 2 This Argument contradicts ir felfe; :for you 
ſay, 'Heidid once Command, and never afterwards 
forbid that infants ſhould have the ſeale and token 
of the Covenant ; and yet you ſay preſently after, 
That Circumcifion was taken away :;' then it fol- 
lowes, that the ſeale of it was prohibited, andthe 
uſe of1t forbidden ; .1s not this a palpable contradi- 
Q1on? For what was the ſ{eale of faith that God.com- 
marided to Abraham 4 Was it not Circumciſion ? 
Gen, 17:10. Rom, 10.11. It ſo, then when —_ 
1 1 ciſion 
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ſion was repealed, that Law which commanded no+- 
thing elſe, maſt needs be repealed; and ifthe Law 
be in force, it muſt require ſome other thing as well 
as Circumciſion, and lo be but in part repealed ; if 
ſo, ſhew me what part of that Law can bein force, if 
Circumciſion be repealed. You might as well have 
ſaid, that James Duke Hamilton was alive, after James 
Earl of Cambridge was beheaded, as ſay that that 


Law given to Abraham, Gen. 17. 1o. is in force, and 


yet ſay Circumcifion was taken away. Who but 
thoſe are willfully ignorant, doth not ſee this empty 
kind of arguing 2 | 


You proceed to another Argument, and tell me, 


that , | 
. Mr. Kellze. 
TY which had a right to the Ordinance that was pro 
fitable every way, have ſtill a right tg baptiſm | 
But the Children of Gods people have a right to that 
Ordinance that was profitable every way. Ergo. | 
1he Children of Gods people have a right to baptiſm, 
Re, 2 | Mr. Tve's. EISIT, 
T2 Argument among the reſt we met with-at 
your houſe; and I did then, andſo I doenow 
deny the major; for if you look the text upon which 
it is grounded, Roy. 3. 1, 2. you will find that this 
Ordioance you ſpeak of, was Circumciſion ;, ſothat. 
then the major Propoſition in plain Englith Js this, 
They that had had a right 10 Circumciſion, have a right to. 
baptijz#2; if this bea good Argument, why dos you. 


 Plead for the infants of belieyers ſo much? May you 


not.as well plead for the unbelieving Jewer apy rheip: 
infants/by. the ſame reaſon, thus, They, tbgþ . had, a 
right to circuriciſpon, bave a right to baptiſas 3, at the 

| TFT 
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J:wes and their infants had a right to Circumciſion there- 
fore they have a right to baptiſu: now, Tf you ſhall ſay, 
ſo they have, it they convert to believe in Chriſt, [ 
ſay then you have anſwered your ſcIfe ; and'then it 
followeth not that their right to Circumciſion did 
givethem a right to baptiſm; but ther believing 
in Chriſt,tor if ar did, you muſt baptize a Jew though 
hedid never believe. | 

You now come to ſcare me with great words, fince 
you cannot doe it by Arguments; and this you 1n- 
deayour to doe, by telling me of fearfull and baſe 


Abſurdities that will follow upon what 1 have ſaid: 


in denying infants baptiſm. 
The firſt Abſurdity (you ſay ) is, 
Mr. XKe#/e, 

_—_ if baptiſm be denied to the infants of believers, 

then the Children of the Devills ſervants under the 
Law, had better meansof grace confer'd upon them, then 
the deareft Children of the beſt ſervants of God have now 
under the Goſpel, though the Goſpel be a better Covenant, 
eftabliſhed upon better Promiſes, Heb. 7.22. Heb. 8. 


6; &'6. | 

| Mr. Ives: = 
"Anſwer to.this, firſt, by denying the Confſe- 
* quence; for it doth not follow they had better 

priviledg $sthen,then we have now,if we deny them 

baptiſm : But the contrary is true, we are,and ſoare 

our Children, freed from thoſe radiments they were 

in bondageto, Gal. 4. 3,4. and/erſ. 5.'tis ſaid, Chriſt 

came to redeem. 15 from the Law, Andin As 15.10, 


(our Text that you did alledge for infants Diſciple- 


tp) Circumcition is there call'd a yoke that net+:. 


ther they nor their fathers were able to bear and.” 
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yet you preſume to call this a priviledge, which the 
Scripture calls a bondage, and a yoke. But if you 
ſhall ay, that in Rowe. 3. 1,2; the Apoſtle ſat h, they 
had no 6p by it. 1 anl{wer, that proves not but 
that it was a yoke; fora {-rvant hathan advantage 
by a Prentiſhip, doth it follow therefore that an Ap- 
prentiſhip is not a ſtate of bondage?. Now if God 


will freely beſtow thoſe things vpon our infants 


without either Circumciſion.or baptiſm, this is ſo 
far from J:{le grace, that it is more grace then was 
beſtowed upon infants under the Law. AndI chal- 
1:nge you and all the world to ſhew me one Text in. 
all the Bible where God doth either threaten parents 
or Children with the lofle of any fayour, either ſpi- 
ritual! or temporall, for not baptizing their infants. 
It ſo, then your talking of denying them favour, by. 
denying them baptiſm, is bat a figment of your qwn. 
braine. | | CT 
And whereas you talk of the Children ofthe D2- 
vils ſervants, that !hey hed more priviledge then.we, be= 
cauſe they were C:rcumciſed, SO 1 TY 
I anſwer, firſt, the Text that you bring to prove 
it, Ezek, 16. 20. ſaith not ſo. 2 It faith they did offcr _ 
their Children In the fire; but yet remember, .that 
this Chapter treats of the whole Nation of 1/rael, 
which you ſpake ſomuch in favour of but;even now, 
though you now call them the Children. of the De- 
vil; but beit fo, you have heard that theirpriviledge 
you plead for, was a bondage that God hath freed 
our infants from,and as long as you confefle they are 
freed from Circumciſion, and you cannot prove avy. 
other thing isinjoyned to infants, what's become .of 
your great Abſurdity ? 

Your : 
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53 Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. 

Yonr ſecond Abfurdity is like the firſt, for ( you 
ſay) that 

| Mr, Kellie, 

Frying infants baptiſm, ſhewes God i leſſe careful; 

D and ti love is leſſe, and his faithfullneſſe is leſſened 

to'vards infants now, over it was of old, And this you 

would prove from Jer. 30. 20. &Hic. 7, laſt. | 


a TE Mr. Ive's. © | 
N the firſt of theſe'Scriptures it is ſaid, that the 
* Children of 1ſrael ſhall be as afore time; and you ſay 
the Children of his people in the Goſpel ſhall be as 


the'Children of his ſervants aforetime : which is al- 


together falfe, for it is a Propheſie of their return' 
from all Nations,to become a Nation again as before 
time, as any body may ſee,that doth not wink,at Jer, 
3b.18. And. as for this Text, if by making infants 
under the Goſpel, as the Jewes were under the Law, 
if that be your notion upon the Text, and the word 
afore time; then we muſt circumciſe them, 'or elſe 
thcy cannot be as afore time : Doe you'not pervert 
Scripture to make'us Judaize? And to that Text 

Mic. 7. laſt. where God ſaith, He will perforns hir truth 
to Jacob, &e. T'demand firſt, whether ever God ſwore' 
to Jacob,or the fore-fathers,or ever made any promiſe 
to them; that theit infants underthe Goſpel ſhould 
be baptized; if he 43d, ſhow us where'; it he(did not, 
then you doe but ſlander'God, inſtead of bringing 
the leaſt abſurdity upon me, in ſayitg, that he is nn. 


faithfull, &c. if infants are not baptized.” And you 


rell us that Chriſt, Exke 1.74; 72. Came 1hto'the world 
for this end, it's true, he cameto fulfill what God 
had promiſed before time, but how doth this _ 
hard 
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Infants-Baptiſm difproved.. 29 
bard either upon his loye or faithfullnefle, viz. Not 
to baptize infants, unleſſe; as have faid, he had be- 
fore promiſed they ſhould be. baptized ? = 
Your third Abſurdity, isthat 
Mr. Kel/ze, | 
Fnying\infants baptiſm, doth diſhonour Gods wiſd. 
ST dome ; becauſe we look, upon it as folly ( ſay you) 
to adminiſier an Ordinance to.injants ; but the wiſe, Gad 
did adminiſter an Ordinance upon the infants that did 


| .- Mr. Ive's. = 
& Þe- thisT anſwer, That onr denying infants bap- 
tiſm doth rather diſhonour your wiſedom, and 

the wiſedome of this world, then the wiledome of 
God, becauſe God never required: it at your .hands. 
And whereas you fay,, God did. adminiſter an Or- 
dinance to ignorant infants,&c.T demand if this be nat 
horrible preſumption for you to adminiſter 'an Or- 


dinance upon infants without a Command, becauſe 
| the moſt high God cauſed am Ordinance once to be 


adminiſtred by.a Cemmend?. And whether now, for 
any one to oppole this praftice of yours;be not much 


rather a flying in. the face of your wiſedome, then. 


Gods? It's no marvell then that you; ſay,, Here. 7s 
enough to kindle your ſpirit agamſt my opinion for ever, 
becau'e indeed denying infants-baptiſm,, ſets; as Jt 
were a fire the foundation of your Craft, by .which 
you beguile the fimple:: And you know; this puta 
-fireinto the breaſt ofthe men of Epheſaa,againſt.the 


Apoſtles Doqrine; when tHey ; underfiood. that the 


-gaine they got by their Wil worſhip, was like to be 
ſet at naught. | | To; | 
Your ſourth and laſt Abſurdity that you ſay fol- 


, lowes 


#44 EO _ 
> +7 


OPTI —— 
IR p 4 


"0 BY © ile an Ne 3 
/ = x , T4 {vt 
o 4 M_ 
—— OO IE 
. 
*S 


45 Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. 
Jowes upon denying infants baptiſm, is, that. 
nt : Mr. Kellie. | : 
[ rF makes believing parents and their Children, warſe 
then Heathen and their Children, in whom the Prince of 

the power of the aire ruled, &c. | 

_ Tet ſuch (layyou) coming into the acknowledgement 
of the true God, had not onely th:mſclves, but their infants 
taken into Covenant and had the token thereof which(you 
ſay ) I deny to Childrex, 

| Mr. Tve's. | 

TL is 1531] one with your firſt Abſurdity, & there- 

2 fore the ſame Anſwer will ſerve it ; for was: not 
this your 'firſt Abſurdity that you faid followed de- 
nying infants baptiſm, Yis. That the Children of the 
Devills ſervants under the Law, had better means of grace 
confer'd upon them, then the Children of the beſt ſervants 
of God have. And what doe you ſay morenow?-For 
what difference 1s there between believers,and their 
inſants, and Gods beſt- ſervants, and their infants ? 
And what difference 1s there berween the Children 
of the Devills ſervants, and the Children of thoſe in 
whom the Prince'of the aire ruleth? &c. And what 
difference is there between -circumcifing the Chil- 
dren of the Devills ſervants under the Law, and cir- 


- cumciſing the Children of thoſe in whom the Prince 
- of the aire ruled, -e*c. | | 


But yet a word to this, though it be onewith the 


-former: Firſt, how doth my opinion make them, 
Viz. believing Parents, and their infants, worſe then 


Heathens, and their iffants under the Law? fince. 
by your own confeſlion neither the Heathen,nor bis 
infant was to be Circumciſfed, till he, Yiz. the Hea- 


- then, had acknowledged the true God, ſo that then 


he 


Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. 4” 
he ſeaſed to be a Heathen. To like manner therefore 
aythe Converts to the Fewes Religion, were they and 
their children to partake of all the priviledges of the 
Law, upon obedience of all the Commands of God 
in the Law : ſo all Converts to the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion, and their Children, upon obedience to all the 
Commands 1n the Goſpel,ſha)l be made partakers of 
the priviledges of the Goſpel : But now 1f God hath 
not Commanded believers infants to be baptized, 
nor promiſed any priviledge to their baptiſm inin- 
fany, nor threatned any detriment to thoſe infants- 
that wanted it, as hedid ro infants that wanted Cir- 
cumciſion, he told their Parents that that ſoxle ſhould 
be cut off cs the people. 1 ſay, if there be neither Pre- 
cept for baptiſm of infants,nor Promiſe of Priviledg 
to their infants baptiſm, nor detriment threatned:to' 
the want'of it, then-you rather quarrel and: find fault 
with God ( becauſe hedid not make a Law for be- 
lievers infants tobe baptized ) then with me; and 
becaufe he did not promiſe them ſome fayour that 
were baptized in their infancy,and impoſe ſome pe- 
nalty apon thoſeinfants that were notſo baptized: 
Now indeed if. you had ſhewed us any ſuch: thing, 
then you had made good your charge 5 but tilllyow 
doe {o, you. (as Thave faid)+rather quariell: with 
God:for not:making ſuch: x Law, theni with me fort 
not keeping of it. 'And whereas you:ſay,: I deny: in<! 
fats the ſealez You are firſt to ſhew where baptiſm} 
1s called a {eale, 'or elſe todeny them bapriſm, 1snot! 
todeny themaſcale; 2Youmnſt-ſhew us,if baptifmi 
be aſeale, whether God did pny-wherecominand ug 
to ſet jt upon infants: And :3 1n-what placeof the 
Chuld-it muſt be ſet ; for we know in the Law it _ 
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42: Infants-Baptiſm difproved.- 


{ct upon the fore-{kin'of their privy members. This” 
you. muſt doe before-you can faſten any Abſurdity: 
upon. me, in. denying aſealeto infants. +: 

— Youcome now to remember me of fomewhat that: 
I ſaid at your houſe, Yiz. You did run: ina round: 
when you ſaid Children had a rightto theOrdi- 
nance that was profitable every way, and therefore: 
ought tobe baptized;. and youtell me;that © + 

< Mr. Kelhe. | ': 
M*/2"s you did run in a ronnd, did contradi@# my: 
LYA [elfz, and giveaway my cauſe. | 
113 121i 7 7500 ent es 5: <= 21 5 ? 
x this Lanſwet;zthatthis is ſooner ſaid, then pro-- 
ved, Viz, That T'gave' away the Cauſe; but 
however,. I percetvethat. you would be willing to- 
be:counted a ridiculous Diſputant,and ſo: ridiculous! 
as.circular:diſputinggs actountedin-Schools;ſo that: 
L wouldbburgive away my@uſe; which is not mine, 
but the-Lord Chriſts.' This appears plainly, for you: 
ſay that Ltold:you, you run in aicircle 3 which 'you- 
doe notin:the leaft indeavour to vindicate your ſelf 
from; but ſay by this bBgaveawayamy cauſe!!'Bnt if 
yau bad'/urged all:that Þ had: faid-at that time, it 
would mot:fo appear; for when:you argued, That 
ifinfarts had a right tothe. Ordinancethat was pro- 
fitableevery way them:they had z rightto baptiſm 2 


But they bad a right 1o that Ordinancethatiwas pros 
fitable every way.-iBrgo.:T did thenianſwer, by &i- 


ſtinguiſhing,of the tearmdofithe major Propoſition, 
Hiz. What, you meantiby the Ordinarice that was 
profitableevery-way?z: (Tthen ſaid Y-if you meant 
Circumcifion; then you ruw'in-a circle, becauſe that 
was the thing denied in the former Sillogiſm, Viz. 
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Infants>Baptiſme diſproved. #3 
That they that had a right to Circumciſion, had a 
right tobaptiſm, which you endeavoured to prove, 


-by ſaying, - They that bad a right to the Ordinance proft- 


fable every way, had a right to baptiſm. If by this you 
meant Circumciſion, then you did but run round, 
and no way prove the thing denied, but in effe& ſaid 
it over again. Ifurtherſaid, That if by the Ordi- 
nance'that! was profitable.:every way, you meant 
baptiſm, 'then I denied the Sillogiſm ; for then. it 
mult h ave run thus, They that have a right to baptiſm, 
have a right ts baptiſag : Indeed I ſhould have had ſo 
muth:reſpe& to.your gray baires, that I ſhould not 
have mentioned this:your weaknefle, had. you notin 
your Paper both mentionedit, and gloried-in it, 'as 


though thereby you had made me give away my 


Cauſe. And that I did at your houſe dete@& your falſe 
Lopick afterithis manner,: as: I-havelaid it down.:I 
ſhall appealeto thoſe Gentlemen that are well lear- 
ned in the Rules:of diſcourſes, that were then at 
your houſe, and to whom 1 did then appeale-in the 
ſame caſe... 7 > 10 250 33s ral 
"You proceedto:more Reaſons for infarits-baptiſmy 
if I may fo call them without giving away :my.canſe 
again... The firſt 15, 1 £6 <1: buf) 
08 DIY2- ©1415 i Wir. ICll8rs CNRS, 
RF they are in Covenant, which you world 
I prove by Dent. 29. 10. to 15. Dent $6:11,12:4%; 
en 37s bo ad _ #1 ia 
"rom hence you argue, that Tf they ave ir7 (ooenant, 
Wor obey nr ure bes grtotdepr ge 
Ts. 7 ONE 
[| Deny the Conſequence, for'by this'rale Hoſ2Y 
might havebaptized as” well as — 4 

| G 2 are 
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barebeing in the Covenant were a reaſon why they 


ſhould baptize ; but you muſt remember; that it is 


the Command of Chriſt that we look at ;, and if he 


'had not commanded believers to be baptized, their 
being believers wovld 'not have juſtified their-bap- 
tiſm: So if it were granted that infants werein the 
Covenant, what reaſon 1s this why they ſhould be 
baptized, it God hath not commanded it? Doe you 


Not here open-a door for will-worſhip, 'and' other 


Popiſh foolcries? For may not they ſay they doe 

them becauſe they are in Covenant? Farther, doe 

you not here {in becauſe grace abounds? For is God 
fo: good as to place our infants in Covenant with 

himſelfe, muſt we therefore goe take the: holy name 

of God in vaine, and'ſprinkle water upon'their faces 

fora ſeale, as though we doubted whether God 

would keep his:Covenant, unleſle we ſealed it with 

a ſeale of our owne making? But to the Texts. Firſt, 

if you look Det. 1. 39, you will find the Covenant 

here is.not the ſame that was made with them when 

they came out of Z#gypt; for hefaith, 7t. is a Cover 

graut BESIDES the Covenant be: made then.:2 Compare 
blut Zerſ. 10; to Ferſ./12. and:you will find that they 
ſtood that day before the Lord, thatthey MIGHT 

enter into Covenant,-&*c, Now then this could not 

be the Covenant made with Abrahams, becauſerthat 
was confirmed, and.7/rael bad.it ſealed tothem long 
before'; neither was it the Covenant made. when 
they. came. out, of #g ypt, it ſo, then it could not 
be the Covenant that your ſeale you talk of did be- 
long unto. 2 It could not be the Covenant of grace 
by Jeſus Chriſt, unleſle you ſay there was two Co- 
venants of grace, Yiz. one. made with them —_ 
they 
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 Infants-Baptiſm difproved. 45 
they went into Zg ypr, and another after their co- 
ming out of Zgypt: Now, if this was not a Cove- 
nant of grace by Chriſt, ſpoken of Dext. 29. what 
doth it- availe:to'the matter in hand? unleffe' you 
fay they that are 1n any, Covenant have a right to 
baptiſm. And if you ſay it was a Covenant of grace 


by Jeſus Chriſt, that is here mentioned, then pray 
'confider what followes, that the Covenant of'grace 


by Jeſus Chriſt was made with them, that ( as the 
4 verſe faith ) The Lord had not given a-beart to: per- 
ceive, nor eyes to ſee, norenrs to. hear unto that day. So 
that whereas you have beentelling of us of a-Cove- 


nant with believers and their ſced all this while; 


you now cometotell us ofa Covenant made with 
unbelievers, and their ſeed, for ſo were theſe at the 
time.of the making of it: So that it your Logieck be 
good, Viz. Believers and their infants are in Covenant, 
therefore they and their infants _— baptized. And 
the Text you bring to prove it,ſaith the ſame of un- 


| believers, then-by your owne Text, -infidells and 


theiripfants may be baprized :. But the Fext.you 
bring ſaith the fame of unbelievers; Ergo.. That the 


Text ſaith,. this Covenant was made with unbelie- 


vers, compare Dext. 29, 4+. with Kom. 11; 8: where 
ſpeaking of theJewes not believing in Chriſt, heſaith, 
God (it is written) alluding to this very Text, 
Dent, 29: 4+) had given themithe ſpirit of ſinmber, eyes 
that. they ſhould not ſee, and eares that they ſhould not hear 
unto this day: And yet theſe arethe believers whom 
you-lay are in Covenant; and'therefore their infants 
milſt be baptized. But I confeſſe I:doe not wonder 
at this, becauſe moſt of them whoſe infants-you bap- 
tize, are ſuch believers, if I may ſo call them,as have 
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as Infevts-Boptifm tliffrooed. 


not a heart to perceive, .noreyesto ſee, tothis yery 
day, <lſe they would not recetve for dodqrine the 
traditions of men, and leavethe plain way of Chriſt, 
Youadd, though to as little purpoſeas before, Dext. 
30» 11,12. & Rom. 10. 6,7,8. where ( I confeſle ) 
the Apoſtle alluding tothe fore-cited place of Dex. 
teronomy, ſaith, that the words nigh thee, even in thy 
month, and heart, even theword of faith which he prea.. 
ched;z and therefore the righteouſneſle of faith he 
tel]sus 1s this, Yerſ.9,10That if thou fhalt confeſſe with 
thy mouth the Lord Jeſus, and ſbalt believe in thy hears 
that God bath raiſed himfrom the dead, thou ſhalt be ſz. 
ved.” For with the heart man believeth unto righteouſniſs, 
and. with the month confeſſion is -maile un!o ſalvation. 
You bid me compare this Text with Dext. 29. which 
I.much: wonder. at, finceT-doe not know any-twe 
'Fexts1n all the Bible that have more diſparity ;' for 
in the one place it's faid;” They (had wot a heart to" be- 
lievez and'in the other itis'faid, 'With the' heart man 
believeth. Again, as this Text hath no: affinity with 
the former, ſo, it hath noaffinity to:the matter in 
hand; for to what purpoſe dbe you citea Textthat 
ſpeaks of believers who profeſle Chriſt with their 
mouths, and. believe binvin their hearts, to juſtifie 
the. baptiſm. of infants, that never opened/their 


mouths for Chriſt 2 Traly'(Sir; were it not that Fam 


relieved with this ſaying, Opere in logo fas. eſt obre- 
pere ſomnun,[ ſhould defpairot having any thoughts 


of charity towards a'man. that profefleth himſelf ( as 


you doe J ' both a'Chriſttan, and bl Scholar; and yet 
reaſon at this rate; 1 i one 30 2 Or 


You add a ſecond Argunient, and ſay, that =Y 
Mr. Kellie, 


ER ParB Pen DBt4at 4 >. X, 


A "Is 


Infants-Baptiſm diſproved. 47. 
Mr. Kelli. _. | 

Be they are in Covenavt, the initiating token of 

the Covenant muſt needs be theirs. Sg 

SLL2j Mr. Ives. 

Anſwer, That here you have not concluded the 

tearms.of the Queſtion, therefore I may deny the 
whole Argument.. l HOT DD] 

2-Bat further, If by the 1nitiating token of the. 

Covenant you mean baptiſm, letme fee then how 
you can call thisa ſecond Argument;except you tell 
the-firſt' ewice'over? For was notthis the Argument 
thatiwent before?! Viz, They that are mn the Covenint 
have'a right to: baptiſm; and 1s-not' the ſecond the - 
ſame word fot word;if by the token of the Covenant 
you mear-baptiſm therefore the anſwer ts the firſt- 
is alſo. an anſwer to: that .you'call aſecond;” Ande 
whereas you ſay that the/Fext, Ge. 17;tellsitis chat”? 
every Man-child had the: token of 'the Covenant;” 
becauſe they werein the Covenant; why I pray had 
notthe women-children the token of the Covenam?”” 
werenot they in thei Covenant? ' Can you deny it? 
and' yet: you ſee they. were not circumeiſed? And” 
werenot the males in the'Covenant (as Þhave ſaid: 
ohite and again )asſoon as they were born, why were 
they denied the the token of it till eight dayes old? 
they might have died,” as doubtleſſe matiyof them 
did in this intervaile of time between their birth and 
theecighth day : Therefore/you ſee that infants be+ - 
ingin'the Covenant,could beno Argumenttoprove- 


their Circumciſion, till the time God:appointed'y\ 


though their lives had Jaine-wpon it. In the like 
mapner 21] your talking of infants: being in the Coy 
venant, cannot lawfully juſtifie their baptiſm, tilt 

_ —- tne: 


- little Child, receive Chriſt, 


48: I nfants-Baptiſm diſproved. « 
the time comes that God commands it : And this 
kept female infants from Circumcifion, 7:2. becauſe; 


God had not commanded it. Although they were' 


in the Covenant, yet you ſee they were denied the 
token of the Covenant. 
You urge another Text, which 1s Ezek. 27. 25. . 


where Gud promiſes by his Prophet, that The Tribes 


of Tſrael jſhall.be joyned together, and ſhall dwell in their 
owne Land they and their. Children, and their Childrens 
Childrer for ever under the CondudT of Chriſt their-Prince 
in the latter dayes. And you ſay this proves infants 
ſhould be baptized. Did ever any body infer thus 
from a Text? 7ſracl and their Children ſhall: come 
to dwell in their own land 1n the latter ,dayes, and 
Chriſt ſhall be their Prince. Ergo, The infants of 
believers muſt be baptized. This is the ſubſtance of 
the Text from whence you thus infer, as any body 


may ſee that doth burtread the Chapter. But now, - 
ſuppoſe this, that this were applicable to believing 


Gentiles,; doth it not follow, that if the ſeed of the 
righteous, and their Children, and. thejr Childrens. 
Children for ever, ſhould. be baptized, that then we 
may baptize all che world, fince they are all,and-will_ 
be for ever, the ſcedof Noah, who was a faithfull 
man ? | | 
' You tell us in the third place, that rf 
| FRE Mr. Kellie, EETES: 
_ are included in the Command of baptiſm, be... 
L cauſe Chriſt ſaith, Luke 9. 48. They that receive a 
Mr. Ive's. L423 T7 ABgo1t3 
Ight you not better have ſaid, that this little 
LY.A. Child was Chriſt, then have concluded that 
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the little Child was included in the Command of 
baptiſm? May we not as well ſay, That the Con- 
yerts were Com manded to baptize the Apoſtles,ra- 


ther then the Apoſtles were commanded to baptize . 


ther, becauſe Chriſt ſaith to his Apoſtles, Hat. 1c. 
40. He that receiveth you, receiveth me. May not a 
man as well upon the other hand ſay, That he that 
refuſed the Apoſtles,refuſed to baptize the Apoſtles, 
as you mzy ſay the receiving, or non receiving of 
infants, 1s a receiving of them to, or a rejecting them 
from baptiſm. 

Again, - He that receiveth an Angell of God, is ſaid 19 


recerve God ; may not a man as well plead from hence, 


Therefore Angels may be baptized, as you may, 1m 
ſaying, He that receiveth alittle Child, receiveth Chriſt # 
Therefore a little Child muſt be baptized, And whereas 
youſay,That « refuſing to baptize infants,is a refuſingts 


_ receive Chriſt. How ſtrangely do you contradict your 


ſe]fe? Did not you ſay in the former part of your pa- 
per, That many that we baptized, were not inwardly and 
eff eGually called till afterwards * Now doth not this 
plainly prove, That we that refuſe to baptize Chil- 
dren, doe yet notwithſtanding receive Chriſt; for 
what is it to be inwardly and effectually called, bur 
to receive Chriſt ? | | 
In the fourth place, you ſay, that 
| be Mr. Kellie. 

hc are included in baptiſm, for whom Chriſt ap- 

pears ſo much, as we find, Mark 10.13. Luke 18. 
15. which(youſay ) Lake ſaith were infants, &c. 

| Mr. Ive's. | 

F Anſwer, You take great paines to -prove that 


which -nones denies, That theſe that Chriſt tooke 
H in 
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in his armes, were infants ; But how doe you prove 
that which is denied, That theſe infants were baptized 
by Chriſt. You lay,That Chriſt reproved his Diſciples for 
ot ſuffering the infants to come to him. Which ſhewes 
plainly, that baptizing them was no part of their 
buſineſle that brought them : Firſt, becauſe if it 
were a Command ot Chriſt to baptize infants, the 
Diſciples that were his Meflengers, were then ig- 
norant of a great part of their Meſſage, that they 
were todeliver in their Miniſtry. Grelſe 2 If they 
did know that it was their work, and Chriſts Com- 
mand to baptize infants, they were deſperately wic- 
ked in keeping any from it ; This was not onely: to 
break a Command, but to teach men ſo, and to be 
guilty of that abominable evill the Phariſees were 
guilty of, Viz. Of not cntring into Heaven themſelves, 
zor ſuffering others. This will follow, if to keep 1n- 
fants trom baptiſm, be to keep them from Chrilt, as 
you would make it. 

But that they were not baptized when they came 
to Chriſt, appears becauſe the Text faith, John 4. 2. 
that Jeſus himſelfe baptized NOT, but his Diſciples. 

And whereas you ſay, 

Mr. Kel/ze. | 
H7- were laid upon them, by which greater things 
then baptiſm was done. | 


Mr. Ives. 


I Anſwer,By the ſame rule you may give the bread 
A. and wine in the Sacrament, to infants, becauſe 
greater things were done by laying on of hands,then 
eating bread, and drinking wine: And why doe 
you not by this rule preach to Children in their 


Cradles, becauſe greater wonders were wrought ty 


laying 


» 
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_ ſent purpoſe. 


laying on of hands, then eyer were doneby Preach. 
iog- Who ſees not but this Argument is as ſtrong 
for Preaching to infants, and giving the Lords Sup- 
per to infants, as it is for baptizing infants? And yet 
though you allow them baptiſm, you deny them 
both the other Ordinances: | 

You ſay, Chriſt bleſſed them, #45 well as layd hands 


on them, which (ſay you ) 3s as much, if not moreth:n 


baptiſm. And isnot his blefling as much,if nor more 


then your giving the Sacrament of the Supper to 


them? Why then doe you deny them of it ? 
You ſay, | 
Mr, Kellie. Bane 
Ss ox was a good reaſon for Chriſt to bleſſe them, viz. 
Becauſe the Kingdome of Heaven belonged to them, 
and therefore it muSt needs be a good reaſon for 8s to bap» 
tize them. , 
Mr. Tove's. 
[| Anſwer, firſt, why this was not a good reaſon for 
CHR 1ST tobaptize them, & yet the Scripture 
ſaith, | He baptized none. | r 
2 Doth not infants right to the Kingdome of hea. 


ven intitle them to all other Ordinances, as: well as. 


baptiſm,ſince under the Goſpel whoever were found. 
to be members ofa true Church by baptiſm, bad alſo 
feliowſhip of all other Church-priviledges, except 
they had (' by ſome ſcandalous evills ) deprived 
themſelves thereof ; ſo. that infants. right: tot 

Kingdome of Heaven, ſerves nothing for your: pres 


Your fifth Reaſon is, 


Mr, "Kellie, 
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Mr. Kelie. 


> are branches of the true Olive, Rom. 11. 17. 
Therefore they are included in the Command of bap.. 


| tiſm. 
T Anſwer, firſt by denying the antecedent ; for the 


Mr. Tve's. 


infants of believers w-_ not branches cf the Olive 
In the Text, but cnely1ſuch as did actually believe, 
and there is not the leaſt mention made of their 10- 
fants in the whole Chapter ; for the 20 verſe ſaith, 


That for "want of faith the Jewes were broke off, and by 


faith the Gentiles did ſtand ; which faith 1s not to be 
found 1n your infants you plead for. 


: 2 To be branches by generation ( if that were: 


the ſenſe of the Text) could not give them-a right 
to baptiſm, becauſe the Jewes were naturall branch- 


es, and yet that could not give them a right to bap«. 


tiſm without faith. 
Your ſixth Reaſon is; 
| _ Mr. Kelliz. 


B Feanſe infants of believers are Abrahams ſeed, and. 


ſo conſequently members of Chriſt, Gal. 3. 16. And 
baptiſm ( you ſay) is an- Ordinance of our incorpora= 


tion-imto Chriſt, x Cor. 12. 13. Therefore (' you ſay ) 
they that are members of Chriſt ſhould not be denied that. 


Ordinance... 
Mr. Tve 's. 
F Cannot but wonder at your preſumtionz doth 
; the word of God any where ſay that the carnall 
{eed of believers are members of Chriſt? Doth it not 
ſay the contrary,that even Abrahams owne ſeed were 


not the Children of God, as they were his carnall 


ſeed, Row: 9.7. Neither becauſe they arethe _ 
O 
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Abraham, arethey Children, which is expounded, 
Verſ. 8. That is (laith the Ap -ſtle ) th'y which are 


the Children of the fleſh, they are not the Children of God, 


2 "Again, How dare you ſay that the natural! ſeed 
of believers in-their infancy, arethe ſeed of 4bra- 
ham? ſincethat Abrahams own feed were under the- 
Goſpe?no otherwiſe reckoned for his ſeed, then by 


* believing, Gal. 3.7. Know yee therefore that they which 


are of faith, the ſame are ths Children of Abraham, v. 9. 
They which are of jaith, are bleſſed with faithfull Abra- 
ham : And what ever Abraham: ſeed, and the Profe- 
lites ſeed were accounted under the Law, it makes 
not atall to.your purpofe, unleſle you prove God - 
doth ſo acconnt of them under the Goſpel : And 
therefore the Apoſtle ſaith not of ſaeds, as tomany; 
but to thy ſeed, which is Chriſt; So that by this which 
you cited out of Gal, 3. 16. it appears the Promiſes 
were not made to the naturall ſeed of believers, but 
unto Chriſt, or them that were Members of his my- 
ſticall body by believing. And the Apoſtle tels them, , 
That ſo many of them as had been baptized into Chriſt, 
had put on Chriſt, which was by making profeſſion of 
Chriſt, . which your infants doe not; and therefore 
the ſame Apoſtle concludeth; That if they were wh a: 
then they were Abrahams ſeed - Not if they were FI 
lievers natnrall Children, that they upon any ſuch. 
conſideration ſhould be Hcires of the Promiſe. 
Your ſeventh reaſon is, | | 
| Mr. Kellie. 

Gb infants may be baptized, becauſe they are holy -. 

Which you. indeayour . to prove from 1 Cor. 


7. I4 ; 
Mr. Ives... 
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Mr. Ives. 


[| Doe deny that the holinſſe of theſe infants gaye- 


a right to baptiſmz for by the ſamerulethe be. 
lievers wife muſt be baptized, though ſhe was an 


unbeliever; for the ſame Text ſaith, That the be. 


lievers unbelieving wife was ſan@ified : And may I not 
as well ſay, That all that are ſan&ified in any ſenſe 
may be baptized; as you may ſay, Becauſe infants 
in tome ſenſe are holy, therefore they may be bap- 
tized. 


did miſtake your ſelfe in, as any body may ſee that 
ſhall but compare the Text with the matter in hand. 
To as little purpoſe you urge Day. 8. 24. wherc the 
Text ſaith, The King of fierce countenance ſhould de= 
ſtroy the holy people > Therefore the infants were hos 
ly. May not a man as well ſay, from Daz. 12. 7, 
where it's ſaid, 'He ſhall ſcatter the power of the holy 
people ;, that therefore the infants had power? The 
like anſwer ſerves to Daz. 11.& | 

8 You ſay, 
_— Mr. Kellie. 
Tz are included in baptiſm, to whom all the promiſes 
of baptiſm belong. 


Eut the promiſes of baptiſm belong to infants, As 


7 * 38, 39- | h | 
Mr. Toe s. 


Shall ſay nothing to this, but leave you to read 


over As 7. 38, 39. and conſider if the leaſt pro- 


miſe be made relating ito baptiſm, 1n any of thoſe 


verſes. But T am apt to think -you meant As 2. 38, 
39. whichis as little to your purpoſe, as the other; 


where the Apoſtle bids the Zewes, Repent,and be bap- 
| | tized; 


You further urge Gal. 2.15. which I believe you | 
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tized;s where note, That if their being efbrahams 
naturall ſeed would have given thew a 1jght to bap.. . 
tiſm, what need had they to have repented, in order 
to their baptiſm? He further faith, That the promiſe.. 
is to them, and their Children, To that I havefor- 
merly ſaid,and proved, That in the Scripture Diale& 
many 'thipgs may belong 'to a mans Chil- 


dren, that hath no reſpec to bis infants, 1n the ſtate 


of their infancy; for Chriſt tells the ſame people, 
Hat. 23.27. That he wonld have gathered their Chil. 
dren together, &c. Can any man think that Chriſt 
here means their infants In the Cradle. In like man- 
ner the Apoltle concludes, That the promiſe was to 
them, and their Children, he plainly ſhewes, that. he 
did not mean their intants, but that Gods promiſes 
ſhonld be made gocd to their Children upon the 
ſame tearms that they were tothem, which was up- 
on their Repentance, Faith,and Baptiſmzand there. 
fore he afterwards urgeth, That it was not onely to 
them and their Children, but to all that were afar off even 
as many as the Lord our God ſhould call, TY. 
And now you conclude, and ſay, | 
| Mr. Kellie, | 


Is Bs much for the proof of infants baptiſm from 


Scripture. precept. 
| * Mr. Tvess. R 
V Hich if all the Scriptures you have urged, 
 Y haveany one Precept for infants Baptiſm, 
I ſhall leave to judgement. 
You now come 1n the laſt place to prove infants 
baptiſm from Scripture practice, and your firſt, is, 


Mr. Kelhe.. | 
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Mr. Kellie. 
— they were all, viz. the infants of the Iſraelites 
A baptized to Moles, is the cloud, and in the ſea, 1 
Cor. 10.2. Pſal. 77. 17. 
_ _ Mr. Tve's. : 
1 XN; at's this to prove infants were baptized 
vv to Chriſt, if ( one ſhonld grant) 4G in 
a ſenſe they might be ſaid ro be baptized to Moſes ? 
2 How doth this ſaying, They were baptized to 
Moſes, prove that infants were'baptized to Moſes ? 
If you ſay, They were baptized to Moſes, becauſe 
they alſo came through the ſea wi:h their fathers: 
Then I demand 1n 
The laſt place, whether a man may not as well 
ſay, That their Cattle were baptized to Moſes, be- 
cauſe they alſo came through the ſca with Moſes 2 
Let him that's leaſt among you judge if this Text 
proves that infants were baptized in water in the 
name of Jeſus, becauſe that-infants. came through 
the red ſea with Hoſes. | 
Your ſecond 1nſtance'for the practice of infants 
baptiſm, is laid downe 1n a down right lame Argu- 
ment, thus. 
| | Mr. Ke/je, | 
TT Apoſiles praFiſed what they were to preach : But 
4 they were to preach all that Chriſt commanded, Mat. 
ult.u!t. But Chriſt commanded that they ſhould ſuffer lit- 
tle Children to come to him, and not to forbid them, that 
he might lay his hands on them, and bleſſe them : There- 


fore the Apoſtles praFiced this in ſuffering little Children ' 


to come to the Ordinance, and not forbidding them to 
that of baptiſm. 
Mr. Tve's. 


F 
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in : Mr. Tve's. . l 
Y Hm; could wiſh that this Argument had been 

4. born alittle ſooner, that ſoit might have been 


' © at Oxfordor Cambridge the laſt Coinencement, .be- 


cauſe it is in a new mood and figure that was never 
heard of before in any of the Schooles ; it may beit 


 might-have purchaſed.for you the good degree of a 


Preyaricatot againſt the next year. But however, I 
fear a worſe thing, that itis ſtil! born, and hath'no 
'{trength 10 1t. ES 
For may-you notas well ſay, That the Apoſtles 
in all ages were commanded to bring Aſſes to Chriſt, 
becauſe when he was upon the earth he did Com- 
mand them ſo to doe, becauſe he had need of one, 


-For'ſo ſayes the Text, «Mat. 21. 2, 3,6. as fay that 


becauſe Chriſt when he was 1a perſon upon the 
earth, did bid his Diſciples to let infants-come to 
him, that therefore this was part of their Commiſli- 


. on when Chritt left-the earth. 45 oh 


But 2 May you not from hence as well command 


ſome of your Pariſhto goe and fetch you an Afſe, 


and bring him to you,as you may from this Textin-. 


. Joynethemto brivg their Children to'you for bap... 
p {m, becauſe they were injoyned to come to Chrift 
_ fora bl: fling. Whar Command is this to bring my 


Children to you, becauſe Chriſt commanded them 


to be brought to him, any more then it is for meto 
'briog my Horſe or my Aſeto you, becauſe Chrift 


commanded one ſhould be brought to him? But if 


this be a good Arguwent to juſtifie infants baptiſm, 
I wonderthat any Clergy-man of your opinion will 
.  goe one foot. GH TIT 


But more hath been ſpoken to this elſewhere, and 
Th = I -there- 
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fore Tſhall proceed to your third inſtance of the pra- 


Rice of infants baptiſm, and that is, ſay you, | 
ES a Ho 
WV Honſes, Cities, and Families were baptized..- 

And for prock herect you cite 4&s 8. 12, 
where the Text ſaith, That when they believed Phillips 
preaching the things concerning the kingdome of God, 
they were baptized both men and women. © | 

| bo. 00's. 
Hat man would urge this Text (but he that 

: Y. was minded to quit the field of this contro-. 
verfie) to prove the Apoſtles baptized the Sama- 
ritans infants? . You ſay.the whole City of Samaria 
was baptized, therefore you would make us believe 
they. baptized infants, when the Text ſaith noſuch 
thing,but that They that RECEIVED THE WORD 
were baptized, apd not the whole. City,as-you would 
have it.. Again, you urge. _ .. - — 

_ _."-,.., Mir. Kelkie. _ 70 
MT Hat. the family of Cornelins and his near kindred 
| ©. were baptized; Acts 10.24, 44, 48.. And the houſ- 
bold ofiStephanws, 1, Cor. 1. 16s, The Jaylor, and al his, 
Ads 2.16.13» And Lydia and her houſhold,A&s 16.15. 
Genie tf; CSS "4 
TO the firſt of theſe Ianſwer, That the Scripture 


_  & ng, where, ſaith. that Cornelia bad, apy. infants 


baptized, bur that thoſe that Heard Peters word, and 
'had received. the Holy Ghoſt,and [pake with tongues, 
and glorified @od, AGs 10+.46,.47, 48. were bapti- 
zed, which ,Tcxt you urge for 4 2008 aptiſm, :1 
fhall appeale to all that ſhall ſeriouſly mind theſe. 


words, whether there be,any compariſon, between 


the perſons baptized in that Text, and the infants 
that you baptize.. 2 Ent 


Infants-Baptiſm. difgroved, 'Bg 

Next you. urge the houſhold of Stephanze, that 
they were baptized, 1 Cor. 1. 36. Hence you'wopld' 
infer infants were baptized. Now may nota han as 
well ſay, that becauſethe Apoltle ſaith, 1 Cor. 16.15. 
that The houſe of Stephanus addiFed themſelues to the 
Miniſtry of the Saints, that therefore infants in Ste- 
phanws houſe were addicted to miniſter to the Saints, 
as. you may ſay, Stepbanws his houſhold were bapti- 


zed, therefore infants in the houſe were baptized? 


- Your next 15 4@« 16..33. where 'tis ſaid, the Jay- 
lor and all his were baptized ; Now may nota inan 
as well ſay, that bis infants in the Cradle believed - 
the Apoſtles, and that the Apoſtles preached to in- 
fants in the Cradle, as you may imagine that infants 
were baptized, becauſe the-Jaylor and all his were 
baptized? Forthe fame. T rf that faſth he and; all 
his-were! baptized,.doth alſo ſay, That rhe 4piſtles 


*F+o' —_— i" 


 Jpake unto him the wordof the Lord,& to ALL that wete 


in bs houſe,verl.:32.. And Verſ. 34. it is ſaid;That be 
( Viz. the Jaylor,) belizped in God with ALL bis hoiſt - 
And yet you preſumeto call this, as the reſt, Scrip. 
ture-prattice for infant:haptsſme, | : n an = | 5 _ ic 
- Yourother inſtance 1s1n the 15 Verſe ofthe fore- 
cited Chapter, where we read that Lydjaand her 
houſe were baptized, &c.; Lpu cannot from|hence 
prove: that Lydia was MPSrrEA Wong 3 for when 


© % 


women-havehusbapds as the head of their families, 
the .houſhold is not, uſually known by the womans 
name..2 I ſhe had been.married, how doe you prove 
ſhe had any Children ? bem ates. 
- - 3: If ſhe had had Children, how doe you. prove 
ſhe had any aliveat. thistime;. ſince it often times 


ſo falls out, that good penple as well as bad'may fee 
pi 8 | CWO 
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all their Children goe to the grave before them, © 
Bur 4.It ſhe had Children alive, how doe you 


know but that the leaſt ofthem.were old enough to 


ſpeak for thernſelves? 
5 Andlaſtly, it ſhe had any infant Children, how 


can you infer from the Text that ſhe baptized them?- 


Tf you ſay, becauſe her houſe was baptized; I an- 
ſwer, That a man may as well ſay, as Iſajd before, 
that the iofants of Stephanys did miniſter to the 
Saints, becauſe the houſhold of Stephanws did mini- 
{ter to the Saints. . You dove urge ſeveral] Texts to 
ſhew that oftentimes in Scripture whole houſholds 
doe include their infants, .as Ger. 14: 16. Judges 9, 
16.18. 1 Kings 17.12, 13,15. 1 Pet, 3.21. IT ſhall not 
Exawine theſe Texts, whether you have urged them 
rightly, or ng, becauſe I agree with you, that often 
times in Scrjpture,. we muſt from ſeverall reaſons 
and circumſtances conclude, . that when it (peaks of 
houſholds, it inclades- jofants : - But if you- cannot 
prove from any reaſen or circumſtance in the Texts 
under debate, that it ſhould here be ſo underſtgad, 
then yau have labourcd all this 'white for that which 
ſatis6eth not.z unlefle you will fay, that alwayes 
when: the Scripture ſpeaks of houſe, or-houſhold, it 
intends little infants, which you will'not ſay. And 
again, you may perceive by whit hath been. ſaid, 
that in theſe houſes thoſe, that were baptized. have 


enough to diſtinguiſh them from being- infants, to. 


any that have-not put.out the eyes oftheir under- 


ſtanding. . | | 
You proceed,as-though your conſcience did con- 


ince you, that.whatever you have talked of plain 
Scripture precept, and plain Scripture Pe for 
infants 


” 
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infants baptiſm,that there is no ſuch thing in all the 
Scripture, becauſe you ſay | | 


Mr. Kellie: 


Hat it -ig-not- expreſſed in 1he Scripture that women © 


Lk were admitted to breaking of bread, and yet ( you 
ſay ) we never queſtion their rigbt to that Ordmance, 


\CYow hereupon demand _) why. then ſhould we queſti- 
ji Childrens right to baptiſm? me : 


Mr. Toes. | 

I Anſwer, Firſt, that if we ſhould doe a thing that 
. we had no plain rulefor, will this juſtifie you to 
doe evil], becauſe we doe evill ; and to walk in the 

dark*without a plain rule, becauſe wedoe ſo. 
But ſecondly, we have a plain rule for womens 
receiving the Lords Supper, 1 Cor. 1. 28. Let a man 
examine himſel e ; - where the word «pris js of the 
Common Gender, and Beza renders it quiſq; Which 


1s as much-as1f the Apoſtle had ſaid; Let EVERY - 


ONE examin themſe}ves,and ſo letthem eat. Where 
_—_ you ſucha plain Text as this for infants bap- 
tim? - | "A 


Mr. Kelke, 


F* that place' doth not give Children a right to baptif m, 


then the "Apoſtle doth not write that which could ſatis- 
fie either the Coloſſians, or the falſe Prophets that were 
for Circumeiſton. Your Reaſons are, Becauſe the felfe 


Prophets might have ſaid, That the outward Circumciſion 


of Children, did point and ſignifie the imward Circumciſs- 
on of the heart: But if this be taken away, what have 
Children now to ſignifie the Circnmfion of the heart ? - 


"pw 
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Laſtly, you urge;Col.2;:1r, 12, where you lay; 


dd. Þ. 
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Mr: Jets. ': 553577 4 | 
3 then,by this you would give us to-undetſtand; 

PF that the falſe Prophets.could no way be anſwe. 
red unlefle the Apoſtle had granted baptiſm. of in: 
fants,to fignifie that which Circumciſion did before. 
To thisI anſwer, That if Circumciſion had fignificed 
the Circumciſipg of infants hearts,.then. the falſe 
Prophets might have pleaded thus, But I'deny that 
it ſignified any ſuch thing toor of infants: And 


therefore you ſaid well when you ſaid; The FALSE - 


Prophets might ſay ſo,but I amfure no true Prophet 
everiaid fo. b g4=#117:55, 9. 

And again, If the queſtion had been about infants 
baptiim, he could-not-have ſpoken that which had 
fatisfied either the Coloſſrans, orfalſe Teachers, if he 
had not conformed his Anſwer thereto. But there js 
-potithe Jeaſtnotſe of inch a thipg In the Text as you 
or any body elfethat ſhall but view it,may perceive; 
for the Apoſtle'fayes, Ferſe 114 That they were circume- 
ciſed with the circumciſion made without hands, by put- 
thng off the body of the ſins of the fl;ſh, &c. Doth not 
this plainly ſhew, that he doth ſtrengthen the Colo/- 


fians from returning, tothe beggerly Rudiments of 


the world, 'by the benefit. which they received by 
putting off the fins of the fleſh, which they could 
not obtain by cutting their fleſh; in//Circpmcifivn. 
Andnow hetells them not:onely:the Argument of 
their being converted from fin, and made-compleat 
in Chriſt, ſhould {trengthen them-from falling back 
to' the Rudiments/of the Laws; butallo, Yerſ. 12. 
their being buried with Chriſt in baptiſm, and their 
riſing with him in baptiſm, through the faith of the 
operation of God, ſhould ſofar ingage them in the 
Chriſtian 
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Infents-Baptiſm diſproved. 63 
Chriſtian Religion, that all the Philoſophicall de- 
ceits of men ſhould never be able to turn them from 
it: And where is ſo much as one word to your: 
purpoſe? I muſt needs ſay, That out of all the Texts 
you have preſt, I cannot ſee water enough to ſprin- - 
kle upon theface of one Child, * ; 
And whereas you t<ll me, 
| Mr.. Kellie, TO 
| Might have ſaved you this labour, and my ſelfe too, if 
I had minded the Books of Dr. Featly, Hr. Marſhall, 
Mr. Gerce, Mr, Church, Mr. Cobbet, Mr. Baxter, Mr. 
Cooke, Mr. Blake, Mr. Fuller, Mr. Sidenham, beſides may 
other excellent men who have written jn Latine, 4s Hof. 
;14,Calvin, Beza, Bullinger, and all the beſt lights in the 
Chriſtian world full and clear againſt ave, | 
r. Ives, bt ates, 
T*O'thisI' Anſwer, That'you might have ſaved-me 
2 a labour, 1f you had found out of all your Ob- 
ſervations of theſe men, but one plain Command or 
examplefor infants baptiſm, and given it meat your 
houſe; or fent it 1n-your Paper, ' which makes-me 
think; that eivher rhele men have ſaid as little to the 
purpoſe as you, or elſe that-you have minded them 
but a little, becaute you otherwiſe would haveſaid 
more to- the purpoſe, thervI doe perceive yorl have 
d5de2)7 ond D Gi 2g AK nit ihgortongs 135 
 But'2' Thave'not lived without-ſome ob(ervati- 
ons of (if notaall, yet!) manyof theſemens:works ; 
for T have notas yettaken upany Opinion wherein . 
Faiffer from you, ororhers, but. I have ſeriouſly 
weighed it irvtheballiate of the SanQuarny z.;And-1I* 
haye not declined the way of theſe men you.name, 
nor any other, but-when (I bave upon ſerious exa- 
| mination 
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.. Believers-Baptiſm proved: Eo. 
mination found ) that they have declined the foot; ? F 
ſteps of the Primitive Purity, either-io*'DoQrine or. Þ © 
Diſcipline. 2 | | - - 
- And whereas you talk of learned men,and fathers, |} 
and beſt Lights in the Ghriſtian werld, that they are _ 
all againſt me; I tell:you; thatif God and his word. 
be for me, I carenot who1sagain(tme: And 1 tell 
you further, that I had rather have one Teſtimony 


fromthe word of God for my practice,then.ten thou- 
| ſand of theſe Authors without it. 


- mory of man. 


K.See Nr. 
Baxter in 
his plain 
Scripture 
proof for 
«Infants bep 
'tiſm. p.15-» 


| Shall therefore ſhew you | 
XZ 1 Plain Scripture Proof for belicvers baptiſm. 
2:'Plain Example for it. | 
-Plain Command and Example for the manner 
of the Adminiſtration of it. . 
4 And laſtly, That the footſteps heteof ( ſince 
ou talk of learned and godly.men ) was not whol- 
by defaced 1n the threefirft Centuries after the Apo- 
{tles, northen neither. Nay, a man may make a ſhift 
to know this was the practice, by thoſe relicks of it 
that-remained in the Church of Erglend, till the me- 


That.Chriſt our. Lord Commands this, who we 
muſt hear in all things, orelſe we ſhall be deſtroy. 
ed, appears firſt from Mat. 28. 19. Teach all Nations, 
baptizing them, 6c. Which moſt of your own Au- 
thors doe acknowledge * (as I have ſhewed) ſhould 
be read, Hake Diſciples, baptizing THEM, and not 
theNations,as you would fomtimes hayeit:Though 
at your houſe you granted the Text ought to be (o 
Tranflated, as I have now rendred it ; therefore you 
proceeded from hence to prove infants Diſej en, 
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50 'ous.woman, > F: bimſelfe * was not, baptize [5118 he * 
IL. | came from Athens ,where ( as Socrates ſaith, 71þ, 4. ay af 
Fl | 21.) .hehad ſpent much of bis time in the e ſtugly o . 

f | forick.. 
his | Again, That. other inſtance of Mr. Tanks, putt 
v0 Hugo Petiw4cd in bis Annotations upon Oat. 3 14... 
27 $. That even.Chryſoſtome, though horn of Chriſtian Þe ents, 
1}  warpot baptized till be wes 24, years of age. 'The fame : 
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That memorable inſtanceof Gregory Nazianzth, 
whole father, was a Biſhop, and. his mother: Pr et | 
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' to e Command of Chriſt, and the'Pra- 
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Ar ce in this Pvint, for 30oyears after, 

you AG have ley d Kota labour: and your'ſelf roo, 
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